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'The Preface to the Reader requi- 


ſete to be read before the 
Book, 
 Lbeic my great. age 
QX@ (gentle Reader)accom= 
AY panied both with ſome 
want of health, and ex- 
treme want -of neceflary books, 
might perhaps, before men, excuſe 
me from ſaying anie thing to rhe 
Lord of Dc-rrie bis late Treatiſe, 
wherein he intends ro free his 
Engliſh Proteſtant Church from 


—— 
Se, 


- Schiſm, & to prove, athat the 2 Paz. 


Court or Church of Rome is the **9- 
cauſe of this Schiſm, and almoſt all o- 
ther Schiſms in the Charch. Nevyer- 
theleſs,confidering the great threats 
of God againſt watch-men(as I am) 
who ſee the ſword comming, 4 


3. givg 
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Exech.33-" give not- warning; and 


| , 2C07-9: "heating the Apoſtle ſay of 


himſelf, wee 10 me, if 1 evangeliſe 
wot,2 Tim. And command S.Timo- 
thy to-preach opportmunely,importune- 
/y, I have taken ſome pains to reade 
over the faid Treatiſe, and.in three 
weeks ſpace made this briefe ſurvey 
of it, leſt if I deferred longer, the 
poiſon of it might ſpread farther, 
and become more incurable. And 
though 1 have not anſwered every 
particular thing in that Treatiſe, (as 
3n.truth it were needlefle, ſeging he 
brings nothing new, worth anſwer- 
ing 3 yet I hope I have clearly ſhew- 
ed, that he hath not cleared his 
Engliſh Proteſtant Church from 
Schiſm, ner convinced the Court or 
Church of Rome of being cauſe of 
this Schiſm, or any other Schiſms in 
the Church, I have alſo bricfly pro- 
ved. that the Roman Church being 
a Catholike and rrwe (hurch, in [ub- 
pY. feance 


"we 
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ftavce (35 the L.,of Derrie and Pro2 
teltants commonly confeſle } ſhe 
could not give them juſt cauſe to 
forſake her communion in Sacra- 
ments, as they have done,and there- 
fore are true Schiſmaticks. 

And that the Reader may more 
clearly ſee this, he muſt Firft poine 
note, Firſt, that Schiſm to be no:cd, 
is not an accidental, but ſubſtanti- 
all diviſion, or a diviſion in ſome 
ſubſtantial part of the Church of 
God, and that her formal ſubſan- 
tial parts are theſe : Profeſſion of 
Faith, Communion in Sacraments, 
and. lawfull Miniftery. Hence ap- 
pears, that. Schiſm is a moſt grievous 
| Crime, becauſe .it tends to the de- 
{truftion of the wholz Chorch, the 
myſtical body of Chriſt, whofe ef(- 
ſence conſi!ts in the union of allher 
ſubſtantial parts ; and her deftruRi- 
on, in the divifion of them : and al- 
ſo aftuzliy deſtroyerty thit part of 

I A4 the 
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the Church, which is divided : as to 
- Cut-a limb from a man, or a branch 

from x tree, is to deftroy them: 
Wherefore the Fathers well ſay, 
b 8. Auguſtl,r. de Bay, & Schiſm is 2 
c.8. $.Cptatus, l.z, greater ſin then 
Idolatry. 

Secondly, that there cannot be 
given any true or juſt cauſe of 
c No juſt cauſe of e Schiſm, both be- 
Schiſm, See /.2,4;- Cauſe there can be 
ftin# fundam e& no juſt cauſe of 
701 fuud.c.13.1.7-committing ſo great 
a ſin, as alſo, becauſe there can be 
no ſalvation out of the Church, 
more then-was out of the Ark of 
Noe, and there can be no juſt cauſe 
to goe- out of that, out of which 
there is no ſalvation. For as the 


d S.Cyprian.l.de unit. d Withers ſay : 
S.Auſtin.l.4.de Bayt. Noue ſhall have 
C:17.C 1.4. de Sym- God fer F ather 
bolsc.13. who bave not the 


Churih for Mother, Hence alſo ap- 


pearcth, 


g 
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peareth, how-untruly L.D- CaP.. 
{aith, that the Church of Rome 1s 
the 'cauſe'of this, and all other 
Schiſms, if he mean of a juſt cauſe, 
 ſincethere can be no juſt cauſe of 
Schiſm ; and vainly, if he mean of 
an inſufficient cauſe, whence ſome 
may .take occaſion to make a 
Schiſm, fos ſuch cauſe will not EX+, 
cuſe from Schiſm, : 

2.The ſecond point to be noted,is, 
that Proteſtants have forſaken all 
theſe, T he Pope, The Papacie or Pax 
pal anthoritie, The univerſal Roman 
(March,aud al ather ancient Chriflian 
Charches itntheir communion of Sa-! 
craments ; For in Sacraments they” 
communicate no. more with. anie 
ancient Church, Grecian , Arme- 
nian, Ethiopias, or what other ſoe-' 
ver, then with the Roman,and thz 
to: clear themſelves from Schiſm ,' 
they muſt bring juſt cauſe for their 
ſeparation from everic one of 


theſe, - EE 
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- 3» Thethicd poiat is,that'Protes 
Rants varie, in giving their preten- 
ded juſt cauſe of their ſeparation 
from, the, Roman Church. For at 
firſt, the onely cauſe they. gave, 
was the abaſe of ſome, that preach- 
cd Indulgences: Since, ſome give 
for a. juſt cauſe, the adoration. of 
the B. Sacrament or Communion 
in one kind , others the oath made 
by Pius I V. which they call anew | 
Creed, and others other cauſes, as 
It ſeemeth fittelt co ſatisfie the Per- 
ſons with whom they deal : which 
yarietie, is 2 certain ſign.of their un- 
certaintic of any true juſt cauſe of 
their ſeparation. Tas 
4. The fourth point much to be 
noted is that the L,of Derrie con- 
fefleth, (as do alſo moſt 
Proteſtants, as I ſhewed' 


ib To a cllwhere) that the 


Proteſt. 6.2.1. diflinf. fund,& non fund, 
6 3. ÞP46in confeſſ, of Proceſſ.c. 3. 
| Rowan 


| 
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Roman Churchis a true Church tn 
ſwbfFance ; and. hir Relsg10n, true 
in ſubſtance, and a Catholike 
Chnrch, p: 246. and yet ſaycth, that 
ſhe hath given juſt cauſe to Prote- 
ſtants-ro forſake her Communion 
in Sacraments; andin her publike 
worſhip of Gol : which implieth 
plain contradiQion. For it is in ef- 
fe&tro ſay, that a Catholike & true 
Church in ſibſtance, can give juk 
cauſe to forſake her ſubſtance, For 
the Roman Chucches Communion 
in Sacraments &pnblike worſhip of 
God, is a ſubſtantial part ofher,&to 
depart from a ſubltantial pare ofia _ 
thing, is to, depart ,, 4. 
from the ſubſtance j, qþrance, 
therof, becauſe ſub- can nor give 
ſtances of things(as the jult cauſe to 


pan | | . forlake her. 
Philoſopher ſaith tru- - 5 4" qe 


1y) conſiſt 53» 6ndiviſub;- 


1;, as numbers do, and: are changed 
by any addition or ſubtraQion ofa- 
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ry ſubſtantial part; and to alter any 
ſubſtantial part of a thing, is not to 
purge or reform it, but deſtroy it, 
So that, if a true Church in ſub- 
Nance,ſhould give juſt cauſe to alter 
any ſubſtantial. part of her, ſhe 
ſhould give juft cauſe to deftroy her 
ſubſtance, Beſides, it is plain bla- 
ſphemy to ſay, that atrue Church 
in ſubſtance, can give juſt cauſe to 


depart from her Communion, or || 


devide herin any ſubſtantial pait , 
becauſe a true Church in ſubſtance, 
is in ſubſtance a ſpouſe of Chriſt, 
| his miſtical bodie , his kingdome. 
And it is blaſphemy to ſay, that a 
ſpouſe of Chriſt, his miſtical bodic, 
his kingdome, can give juſt cauſe to. 
forſake it, or alter it in any ſubſtan» 
tial part, And this pointalone, if it 


| 


be wel confidered, wil ſnffice to 


confute all L.D,book,becagſe there 
. 1n he (p. 29. 159.246.) confeſſeth, 
t:at the Roman Church is a tre 


— 5 a 


Cherch 
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| Clarch inſubſtance and 4 Catholikt. 
Ehwurch, and to juſtifie Proteſtants 
from Schiſm in leaving her Com- 
munion in Sacra ments, ſa yeth with- 
al, that (he hath given the Prote- 
ſtants juſt cauſe, to leave her Com. 
munion, and yer neither prove, nor 
attempt to prove, thit a Catholike 
'- and true Church in ſubftance, can 
| Sivejuſtcauſe to forſake her Com- 
'  munion in Sacraments, which is a 
| ſubſtantial part of her ſubſtance, IF 
therefore the Roman Church be a 
Catholike & true [20-3 
Church in ſubſtan- L. D.never proveth 
| ce, Proteſtants in age 3 + Saadeyparing 
leaving her Com- ive juſt cauſe ro 
munion in Sacra- Forfake her ſub= 
| ments, have left fiance | 
the ſubſtance of | 


Ss oh 


(as they pretend) but in part des 
52 firoyed 


(a? hk WW... 
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ſroyed: her, to wit, in that part | 
which they have ſeparated from-her 
Communion. Wherefore thus I ar- 
gsue;who ſeparate themſelves from | 
the ſubſtance of a Catholike and 
| erne Church in ſubſtance, . are true 
| Schiſmatiks. Proteſtants have ſepa- 
t)! rated themſelves from the ſubſtance _ 
| of the Roman Church, which js a 
| Catholike and true Church.in ſab- 
| ſtance, therefore they are trnc 
| Shciſmatiks. 
The fift point is, that ſome Pro- 
teſtants find ir ſo hard to juſtifie 
their ſeparation from the Roman 
Church, as they impudently denie, 
| that they are ſubitantially ſepara- 
!' ted from her; as if to be ſepara- 
ll redfrom herin all her formal ſub- 
 ftantial parts, namely in her profeſ(- 
ſion of faith, her communion: of 
/ Sacraments, and her Officers, were 
| not to be ſubſtantially ſeparated 
!' Ffromher; Do: they juſtific, or 
| [ner 


Re at nan 
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ther. clearly condemn their feparz- 


tion from the Roman Church, who 


denie a ſeparation from her in all 


her forma] ſubſtantial parts, to bee 


a ſubſtantial ſeparation from her ? 
And which the ehiefeſt Proteſtants 
confeſs to be: a ſubſtantial ſepara- 
tion from her, and glorie therein, as 
] have ſhewed |. 2. of the Author of 
Proteflancie C11. Neither wil it help 
them to ſay,that they are not wholy 
out of the ſubſtance of the Roman 


Church , becauſe they hold divers 


things which are of the ſubſtance of 
the Ro.Church,becavſe to be either 
wholy or partly.out of the ſubſtance 
of the Church, is to be truly:out:of 
the Church(becauſe the ſubſtance of 
a thing, is all its partes united;) and 
1s damnable Schiſm ; whereupon S; 
Anguſtin ſaid tothe - | 
Donatiſts : e I» masy © In Pſalms. 54. 
things you were with /*< !ſo Epift, 


| - . 6.1. 
me, in few things not 5,10 5 


with 
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we, but if in few things you be not with 
me, the many vhings in which you are 
with mewill not profit you. Beſides, 
though Proteſtants be not, wholy 
out.of the Rom. Church in profeii- 
on of faith, they are wholy out of 
her Communion in Sacraments, for 
they communicate'not with her in 
any Sacrament,and we profeſs Com- 
munionem Sanftorum, and the f Fa- 

| thers teach, that 


\.-S. Auft. ER de { ommunion of the : 


Bap.'c. 8, 


. 2 q C - 
S. Hicrom-epiſt, 5.5 Charch, is neceſ 


ſarie to ſalvation. 
6 Thelaſt point Tpropoſe to the 
judicious Proteſtants,and*careful of 
their ſouls, is, that though it were 
not evident, the Proteſtant Church 
is guiltie of Schiſm,yer ſeeing it can» 
not but ſeem: donbtful, and yn- 
certain ; and on the © contrarie, 
evident," that the Rom. Church 
is not Schiſmarical , becauſe ( 25 
| _ ſome 


EY os and aa dnactl 7» ————_ 


Longs } 


| 
| 
| 
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ſome g Proteſtants 

confeſs) She never 8 Suteliſ.reſponſ, 
went out of any knows - s upplie. Ca- 
Chriftian ſocietie,nor ants 

any Proteſtants can name and prove, 


| that ſhe did-:as it is evident and 
* confeſſed, that che Proteſtants went 
out of the Roman, it is far ſurerto 


be free from Schiſm, to live and die 
in Communion of the Roman, then 
of the Proteftant Church, and being 


* / far ſurer, ought lo be choſen ofeve- 


ry judicious man careful of his fal- 
vation; rather then the far leſs ſare. 
And in doing otherwiſe he ſhold 
doe, not onely againſt Religion, but 
prudence, and charitie to his ſoul, 
and ſo as hewould not doe in any 


thing, which concerneth his Jands,li- 


bertie;honor, or life. See $. eAnfins 


'  d.1,de Bapt.c.3. 


4. AndifL. D.did 
wel conſider,that to Og -* -- -"_ 
devide any thing in 1UCIeER ON avs 3s 

any, 
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any of its ſubſtantial parts, were not 
to reform or purge it, but to de- 


 Rroyir, as to devide a horſe in his : 


ſoule or bodie, it not to purge him, 
but ro kill him, he would never ſay 
or think, that the Rom. Church, 
which both he and Proteſtants ge- 
nerally confeſs, is # tne (hurch of 
God #1 Subftance,cither hath given, 
orcan give Proteſtants juſt cauſe to 
devide her in any ſubſtantial Part of 


'2 Church becauſe as I ſaid, this is in 


£c#& to fay, that atrue Church of 
God in ſubſtance, can give juſt cauſe 


to deliroy her ſelf, 


Np jſt cauſeto ejther wholy or 1n 
d<itroy a true 


| G 
| -B 


| 
2 
(. -Þ 


| 
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Eburch in fab. Part. And 'it impli- | 


Rance., eth contradiction , 
| that 2 true. Church 
of God ſhould pive juſt cauſe to de- 
ſtroy her ſclf,citherwholy or in part, 
or that there can be aay juſt cauſe to 


deſtroy a true Church of God,fither + 


wholy or in part, wherefore when 


be 


; 


' 


Js 
t- | 
is ; 
I, : 
y L 
l, 


Þ 
_ 


þ f, 


ly, 
o 


f {+ poſe it, and therein 
/ commit that fallacie 


1 

| 
c 
* 
1 


_ 


; 
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he goeth about to prove, that the 
Rom. Church (which ke confeſſerh 
to be a Catholike and true Church 
in ſubſtance) hath given juſt cauſe to 
Proteſtants to forſake her in any 
ſubſtantial part, he ſhold fuſt prove, 
that a trae Church in ſubſtance can 
give juſt cauſe of ſuch divifion, and 
'not either ignorantly 


or ſophiſtically ſap- LDluppetny 


fi: ſt prove, | | 


called Petitio principii. Proteſtants, 
who denie, that the Roman Church 
is.a true Church in ſubſtance, may 
without contradiction ſay, ſhe hath 
=iven them juſt cauſe of ſeparating 
from her in ſome ſubſtantial part; 
but thoſewho grant her to be a true 
Church in ſubſtance,cannot without 
contradiction denie, that they are 


 ſchiſmatiks, or ſay, that ſhe hath 


| | given,or can give them, juſt cauſe of 


| ſuch diviſion from her. Likewiſe, 1f 


$ a 
DO! NE ERS 
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L.D. did wel conſider, that there: cq 
\ are three ſubſtantial parts of a true | { 
Church in ſubſtance, Profeſſion of all; th 
Chrifts faith, clearly tanght by bim, | A 
and ſufficiently propeſed to her, Com (| 
munien in bis Sacraments, and pub-  q| 
like worſhip of God, and lawful Mini- f, 
ſtory, as is evident by the definition © 
of the true Church given both by| f! 
Catholiks and Proteſtant, & proved F 
| by h me, he would ne« | 
h LL. 1.de Au- yer ſay, either that a | , 
zhore Prote= true Church in ſub- | ; 
ftance, can give juſt | | 
zon fund,c.12, Cauſe to be devided in | | 
profeſſion of faith, or | 
in Communion of Sacraments, or | 
JawfullMinifterie, becauſe all diviſti- 
on of athing in any ſubſtantial part 
thereof, is 2 true deftruction of it, as 
the divifion of a horſe in his ſoul or 
bodie, is a true killing of him. And 
Proteſtants , having left the ſub- ' 
ſtance of a true Church in ſubſtance, * 
SS can | 


2 


we CF 9 oY 
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' can have nothing,bur 


' ſome accident, or ra- Proteſtants can 
| ther ſome ſhadow of ©2v* Þur ſha-. 


dow of a true 


a true Church. Ne- 6.4. 
' ther would he ſay, wa 


that Churches devided either in pros 


feſſlion of faith, or in Communion 


; of Saeraments, or in lawfull Mini= 
| ſtery are the ſame Chureh in ſub- 


ance, as he ſayeth the Roman and 
Proteſtant church, yea, the Grecian, 
Armenian, and Ethiopian churches 
are : which are evidently devided in 
all thoſe ſubſlanciall parts ; becauſe, 
diviſion in any ſubſtantial part, and 
much more in ſo many, is a diviſion 
in ſubſtance, or ſubſtantial divifion 
of the thing. ; 

It alſo I. D.. did conſider, that 
any divifion of a true Church in any 
ſubſtantial parte of her, is truly im- 
pious, becauſe it is a deftru&ion of 
Chrifts miſtical body, and diviſion 
of his kingdome, he would denie as 

| well, 


The preface. | 

well, that there can be juſt eauſe of | x 
ſuch diviſion of-a 'Church,as he once! £ 
denieth (6.6. p. 101.) that there can, ( 
be juſt cauſe of true ſchiſm, becauſe] t 
ſuch diviſion of a true Churchis true | & 
ſchiſm, and to grant that, and denie « 
this, is to grant the definition, but . { 

{ 

! 


denie the deffnite, as to grant one 
to be a rationall creature, and denie 
him to be a man, For, what fin 
can an impious divifion of a true 
Church be,bur ſchiſm,and all diviſi. | 
Fro! Y 2 on in the ſubſtance, 
All divigon of ;j, impious, becauſe | 
2 true Church 
in ſubſtance is | the ſubſtance of a. 
 impious ſchiſm, Church true in ſub- | 
WEE ſtance'is a ſacred ſo- + | 
ciety inſtituted by God for the ſal- | | 
vation of mankind, and to deftroy ' | 
the ſubſtance of ſuch a ſociety by 
diviſioa in all, or any of her ſubttan- | 
tiall parts, is impious, and indeed 
damnable ſchiſm. And if L.D. well 
confider all theſe, ke will clearly _ 
- that 


| 
of 
Ice 


. The Preface; 
that in confeſſivg the Rom, Church 
to be acatholike and true Church in 


An, ſubſtance,he muſt needs alſo confeſs, 


17e 


that his Engliſh ProteſtantChurch,in 


| dividing her ſelf from the ſubſtance 


of the Roman in all her formal ſub- 


| ſantiz| parts, namely in her profeſ- 


fion of faith, in her communion of 
Szcraments, and her Miniſtery,com- 
mitted impious and damnable fin, 


; and that he in defending her in that, 
.. defendeth impious: and damnable 
| fin; Godopen his eyes to ſee this 
' Truth, and theirs alſa who ignorant- 


ly follow him, ff 
'- And this Preface a- WhatL D. 
lone may ſerve for a ful {Ppoſcth, 
refatation of his book. - For, his 
book ſappoſeth, that a true Church 
in ſubſtance can give juſt cauſe to di- 
vide from her ſubſtanceg or that 
diviſion from ſome ſubſtanciall part 
-of a Church, is not a diviſion from 
her ſubſtance, orthat profeſſion - 
2 
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all Chriſts faith clearly taught by 
him, and ſnfficiently propoled to 
her, and communion in his Sacra- 
ments under his lawfull Officers, be 


not of the ſubſtance of the true | 


Church. All* which are evidently 


falſe, and to ſuppoſe them without 


all proof, is plain Sophiſtrie, and _ 


plain deluſion of the Reader. If he 


will deal ſolidly and ſcholar-like, 


a 


having granted,that | 
What L.D. the Roman Church | 


muſt do ro clear  {. a catholike and 
Proteſtants 


1 


from ſchiſm. Ie Charch iu ſub- 


L.D.p.17, france, he muſt firſt 


prove, that a true 


| 


| 
| 
| 


Church in ſubſtance can give juſt | 


cauſe and neceſſary to ſalvation, to 


Des by depart from - her f 
p. efug.l.z.conr, ſubſtance; 'or that ' 


Parnte.1r. 
Preſcindeide her profeſſion - of 


unitatis nulls Faith, ber communi- 
eſt juſta neceſi» ON 10. -Sacraments, 


] 


( 
[2] 
,' 


f 


7008 her Minilterie, are | 


not 
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not of her ſubſtance, or that to de- 
part from ſome or all ſubſtantial 
parts of a thing is not to depart 
from its ſubſtance, or he muſt grant 
that the Proteſtant Church is de- 
parted from the ſubſtance of a 


| Catholike & true Church without 


juſt cauſe, and ſo is true Schiſma- 
tick. 

Secondly, he muſt prove, that 
his Proteſtant Chureh had juſt cauſe 
to depart from all theſe, the Pope, 
the Papacie, the Roman ('hnrch, and 
alſo from all ancient Chriftian Chur- 
cbes, in their communion of Sacra- 
ments, beeauſe the Proteſtant 
Churches departed from all theſe; 
and alfo, that ſhe hath juſt cauſe to 


Jjoyn in communion of Sacramenth<** 


and publike prayers,with-ſich-as he 


- countech Schiſmaticks, as #9 Puri- 


tans and Independents, be 1-4 ſe to 
- . p y + 

communicate with Sch oncle$ 1s 

to be guilty of _ 2 


The Preface. 


man Church; but alſo, that Luther 
and the firſt Proteſtants had juſt and 
neceſſary cauſe to: go firſt out of 


her communion. For othecwiſe,the . 


Preſent. Proteſtants will appear ro 
be heirs and ſucceſſors of true Schiſ- 


waticks , .as 'S,. Optate objeaed 


to the Danatilts of his time. 

> | Giveusa a juſt 
6 L-D-þ.19-27: cauſe, and 6b veceſ= 
29.310.107, ſary to ſalvation, 
0p.279-Þ-246-3. why Proteſtants 


234. Þ. 29.159, 
_ 7 | 9” firſt went,and now 


| 


Thirdly, he mult prove, not only | (C' 
that the preſent Proteſtants have | #, 
Jult cauſe to abide out of theRo-| ÞP: 


, 


continue out of 


the Commnnion in Sacraments of 
the Roman Church, which you con- | 


Feſlg/ 4? | 4; catholike {hurch ia5d A 


:r air cb in: ſubft ance, 01.48 gle- 
0, and 'confeisProtellants ; 


rial 
rq 
1a; 


ne: Schiſmaticks, Cannot 


bp be.bad in a cathelike | | 
, ,! C berch, | 


k 


597 
he 
ol 
Ol 


an ©. w=-, 132 A, *4 


| 


p : 
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{burch, and a true Charch im ſub- 


| Javce? Muſt men needs deſtroy a 


73 


part of a catholike and trne Church 


| un ſubſtance, (as they do, who leave 


her communion in Sacraments) to 
obtain ſalvation ? Cannot ſalvati- 


' on be had, but by a ſacrilegious de- 


ſtruRion in part, of the Spouſe of 
Chriſt, his myſtical] body and his 


 Kingdome ? or can a catholike and 
' tre (bnrch in ſubſtance teach here- 


fies or errors in faith, which are op= 
pofite to verities fundamentall and 
neceſſary to ſalvation? No, no: 
There can be no juſt cauſe, & much 
leſs a cauſe neceflary to ſalyation,to 
alter either the profeſlion of faith, 
communion in Sacraments, or Mi- 
nifterie of a catholike and true 
Church in ſubſtance, beeauſe thoſe 
are her ſubſtantial parts, and one 
ſadſtantial part being changed and 
deftroyed, ſhe is ſubttantially chan- 
oed and defiroyed. To conclude, 
B 2 in 


The preface. 


in a word, it implies contradiction 
ro grant the Roman Church tobe 
a catholike and true Church in ſub- 
Nance, and to denie Proteſtants to 

be true Schiſmaticks. For every di- 
viſion or rupture of a catholikeand F) 
erue Church in her ſubſtance, is im- | « 
pious ſchiſm, becauſe it is a deſtru- | 
Aion of her in part. And Prote- 
Rants have divided the Roman | 
Church in all her ſubſtantial parts. |. 


| 


| 


| 
| 


* 3 
- 
| 


A BRIEF SURVEY 


| L 
+ oh Fu hho 


OF THE 


Lord of Derries 


| Firſt Chapter of his Book of 


Schiſm, wherein he propo- 
ſeth the ſcope and ſam 


of bis Treatiſe. 


2 He Lord of Derrie, in 
the very begianing of 
6} W/ his _ of _ R 
, - ſaith,that nothing h+- 
Gr, RW: therto hath >. or 
can be hereafrer more coſourably 
objected to the Prottitane C hurch 
of England, then the crime of 
ſchiſm , which whether he ſaith, 
to ihew his ability or courage 
ro defend their Church from 
that crime, which with moſt co- 
lour can bee objefted to her, 
B 3 and 
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andfrom which; fo” other Engliſh | 
Miniſter (for ought 1 know ) hath | 
hitherto dared todefend her in any | 


efpecial Treatiſe, I will not inquire. 


. Bur he telleth nor, why the obje- | 


| Qtion of Schiſm ſeemeth more for- 
cible againſt their Church, then the 


objection of hereſie, The true rea- 

ſon whereof is, becauſe the matter | 
of hereſte is a matter of doArine, 
which kinde of matter {is not | 


evident as that of 


DS —_— mere ſchiſm, which 
from Schiſm, is a viſible matter 
then trem here of faR,namely,avi- 
me IERS ſible ſeparation. or 
a Catoin.Epiſt. givifion in commu- 


Chiling, 5.3 ſee Monof Sacraments 


more {. de Au- and publike wWor- 


thor, Protcft. 2. ſhip of God.And 
£.3-2n 12. ur. 2+ ſeeing it is viſible 
Let ( and * Proteſtants 
themſelves confeſs) that have ſo ſc» 
parated themſelves, not only ow 

[nc 


—— ————— LG - 
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Schifm, Cap.1. 3 
| the Roman, but alſo from all other 
| Chriſtian" Churches in the world, 
no marvel if -ic: ſeem a hard task 
| for any Miniſter tg” '«leare theie 
CHURCH from 
ſchiſm,ſeeing them Þ Calvin. 4, 1114 
ſelves b reach, that /#1-6;  5Q-1 3. 
Daile Epijt,ad 
no cauſe but ne- rt0ugl, Potiere 
ceiſiry of  falvati®= j:c:35, 53. 
on can jultifie ſe- ſcr.2.p. 43- 
paration in COM= Chilivgwotth C4 
munion of Sacra- Cs Py 
ments & the pub- NT 
lIikeworſhip of God,from-thecrime 
of Schiſm. Andiit muſt needs feeme 
hard to prove that it was, or yet is 
necefiary for ſalvation of Prote- 
. ſtants,to make or continue a ſepara 
tion in communion of Sacraments, 
& pablike worſhip of God, from 
all Chriſtian Churches whatſoevers. 
As if when Proteſtants began their 
ſ-paration, there had been then no 
Chriſtian Chutch in the world, in 
B 4 whoſe 
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whofe communion they could have 
obtain'd ſalvation.For hence ic will 
follow, that at that time there was 
no true Church of God on earth. 
For ſurely, if there was no Church, 
in which men might gain ſalvation, 


ehere was then no true Church of ' 


God. Wherfore L.Derrie underta- | 
king toclearthe Proteſtant Church 
from ſchiſm,cither only or eſpecial- 


ly concerning her ſeparation from 
the Pope or Roman Church,he un- 
_ dertakes but in part to juſtifie it : 

Becauſe when ſhe ſeparated from 


the Pope or Rom. Church in com- | 


munion of Sacraments and'publike 
worſhip,ſhe ſeparated alſo from all 
Chriſtian Churches in the world in 
the ſame communion , as from the 
Grecian, Armenian, Echiopian,&c. 
& ſtill continueth herdiviſion from 
them, as well as from the Rope and 
Roman Chucch. So that though L. 
Derric had cleared the Proteſtant 
Church from ſchiſm, rouching her 


———— 


_— 
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feparation from the Pope and Roman 


Charch in communion of Sacraments 
and puvlike worſhip of God, yet he 
had not ſufficiently cleared her from 
ſchiſm; for her ſeparation from all 0- 
ther antient Chriſtian Charches in the 
li-e communion.Moreover,he profeſ- 
ſeth onely to cleare the Proteſtant 
Chnrch of England from the crime of 
ſchiſm, as if either other Proteltanc 
Churches were guilty of ſchiſm, or it 


| weretoo hard forhim to defend them 


from ic. Surely , this If Proteſtants 
ſeems either eto argue communicate 
his-lictle charity to- with Schiſma- 
wards other Proreſtane *icks ,they be- 
Churches, or his little £22* Schiſms- 
skil to defend them, **** 


But unfeſs all Churches , with which 
the Engliſh Proteſtane Church com- 
municares, be cleared from ſchiſm,the 
Proteſtant Church of England is 
not cleared, becauſe ſhe commnni- 
cates in Sacraments and publike 

By ©" - Wot 
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worſhip of God with Schiſma- 
ticks, and who communicates with 
any ſchiſmaticall Church in Sacra- 
ments & publike worſhip of God, 
. . are guilty of ſchiſm, for ſuch com- 


manicating is a reail approbation | 


of their ſchiſm, 


Three fautts in 
L.D:rcics puc- : : 
poſe. me pit” in the L.Derries 


| intention or de- | 
frgne. Firſt, that he purpoſeth to: | 


cleare the Engliſh Proteſtant 
Church from ſchiſm, and not all 
Proteſtant Churches, or at leaſt all 
with which the Englith communi- 


cates in Sacraments and publike * 
- worſhip of God, becauſe ro com» ; 


znnicate 1n Sacraments with any 
. . Schiſmaticks,is-to be guilty of their 
_ ſchiſm, The ſccond is, that he in- 
tends to clear the Engliſh Prote« 
. Rant Church from ſchiſm , only 
16 CON: 


Three faults |. 
therefore I note | 


concerning her ſeparation from _ 
the Pope andthe Roman Church, 
ſeeing ſome may judge her ſchiſma- 
ticall, for her ſeparation from all 


_ other Chriſtizn Churches , though 


ſhe were not for her ſeparation 


| fromthe Pope and Roman Churchez 


His third fault is, that he principal- 


'. Ty indeavoureth to juſtifie his Eng- 


liſh Proteſtant Churches ſeparaci- 
on from the Roman Church, for 
the * perſonall 
faults of Popes 6 120.008 Hagel 
Court 'of Rome, Fa te 
without proving, 
that the Roman Church approved 
or could remed'e their faults with 
out greater miſchief, and ſo would 
Jultifie ſeparation from the Roman 
Church, not for her fault, bur for 
the faulcs of others, So did the 
fchiſmaticall Donatiſts indeavour 
to jaſtifie their ſeparation from 
the univerſall Church, for the pre- 
>. _ = men s 


+ C.6./ct.129, | 
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tended faults of Czcilianus, Biſhop 
of Carthage, wher- 

cConfeſ. fu as he knowes that | 
ating c Proteſtants con- ( 

rgenfiy, 6. 32 foo... ehar it © 

Gallice' ars, 29, 1618, NAT It 1s hor 
lawful to ſeparate 

commurion ob walos mores,and if it 
were, in what Proteſtant Church 
could he live, and that when he 
hath ſaid all the worft he can of 
Popes, he cannot ſay worſe then 
could be ſaid of | 

No Popes worle Annas & Caiphas, | 
then Caiphas, and yet neithes | 
Nor then Jud Chriſt nor his A- | 

One Jes Poltles ſeparated 

themſelves from their communion, | 
ſo long as the ſynagogue Rood; + 
nor worſe then could be ſaid of Ju- 
das,whom Chriſt called a Deviland | 
and S.John (ch.6.10. ) a:bief, for | 
ſtealing what was given to Chriſt, | 
and whom at laſt he betrayed for * 
money :; and nevertheleſs to have | 
ſeparated - 


- 
_ —_—_— O_o _— A 
= 


Schiſme, Cap.Ili. &g 
ſeparated from his communion in 
Szcraments, was to commit dam- 
nable ſchiſm; and Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles' communicated with Lim 
till che laſt. 


Upon His Seco 
Chapter. 


N his ſecond chapter L.D. to 
| ae the queſtion , whether the 
Engliſh Proceſtane Church be goil- 
ty of ſchiſm, declares what ſchiſo 
is, and what he meanes by Prote- 
ſtant Church of England. Schs/q 
(he faith p. 114.) | 
& 4 crieainens —_ _—_— 

ciſſure , rent, or ©: <cnnition 
ph is oy I 
Cherdh, 4n Beth fatical [ids 


1 rg" 
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like to a mutinie in an army, or a fa” 
fon in a ftate, In which definiti- 
on one great fault is,\that he ex- 
preſſeth not in whar kind of things 
this ſciſſure or diviſion of _ ths 
Church is, whether only in ſome 
ſubſtantia}i part of the Church, or 
alſo in ſome accident thereof, and 
$0 the dchaition is not clear, which 
is a great fault in a definition, -For 
the Church may criminoully be di- 
vided cither in ſame thing, which 
is ſubKantial 'to her, or Which is 
onely accidental. Bur -it ſeems fie 
means, either ſubſtantial or ace- 
dental, becauſe he adds, that the 
Church may be /chiſmatically rent, 
either in her internal commanion , or 
external communion, and interaal 


communion is accidental to her, ' 


which is untrue. For neither is 
ſchiſm a diviſion ia any: 'thing 


Which is accidental to the Chnrch, 


for ſo diviſion in. Keelefiaſtical cere- 
| monies, 


Schiſm. Cap.1I. 21 
monies, or ſcholaltical opinions, 
ſhould be ſchiſm, but onely is a di- 
viſion in ſomething, which is eflens 
tial or ſubſtantial co the Church, as 
is profeſſion of faith, communion 
in Sacraments, and lawful Mini. 
ſerie. 
Now all theſe, 

and onely, theſe a Stapler.Conſ.r 
three, are ſubſtan- 4 54-7, 


tial parts of the rp, 


Church, as is eyvi- pcyron in Fes, 
dent by the dehni- «8. oi "0 
tions of her,given' Þ Sce 1,2, de Au- 
by Catholikes aad 7Þ97e Proteſt.c. 
þ Proteſtants, And 6.&V. 
divifion in profeſfion. of faith, is 
called by a peculiar name, berefer,be- 
cauſe profeſſion of faith is a more 
peculiar and principal part of the 
Church, then is either communion 
of Sacraments, or lawfull Mini. 
Aers. For without aRtual true faith 
none can be ſaved, or ctcemed of 
tne 
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the Chureh, but one may be both 


ſaved and held of the Church, 


though he aRually communicace 
not in Sacraments, nor obey law- 
full Paſtors, if he be with-held by 
; force. Beſides, bere- 

c Sce |, 2.of fun- fie c denieth God 
_—_ "a "un- tobe trucin a!l his 
: words, which ſim- 
ple ſchiſm doth nor. And therfore 
diviſion io communion in Saera- 
ments, and rebellion to lawful Pa- 
ſtors,is called by the common name 
ſchiſm, or mere ſcbiſm. And this is 
that crime whereof we ſpeak,when 
we impute ſchiſm ( and not here- 
fie ) eo Proteſtants, and of which 
alone L. D. ſhould ſpeak in this 
Treatiſe ; but he ofcentimes con- 
foundeth mere ſchiſm, with ſchiſm 
in general, as it comprehendeth al- 
ſo herefie ; and to juſtifie the divis 
fion of Proteſtants from the Ro- 
man Church in communion of Sz- 
craments, 


— 
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and [lawful Miniſterie, bringeth in 
the queſtion of matters of faith, 
which were only to juſtifte their di- 
viſion from the Roman Church, 
from hereſie ; and is to confound 
the queſtion of mere ſchiſm, (of 
which alone hee pretendeth to 
' treat ) with the queſtion of ſchiſm 
in generall, as it comprehendeth 
alſo herefice, Which queſtions, as 
they are different, fo they onghe 
eo be differently handled; and 
ſome may be mere ſchiſmaticks , 
and not hereticks, as were ia the . 
Synagogue Core, Dathan, and 
Abyron; and in the Church, the 
Luciferians and Meletians, and 
(for ſome time)ailſv the Donatifts, 
who (as S. Auſtin ſaith) for a time 
did wrangls onely about communie: 
in Sacraments, 2rd not about any 
point of faith, 


Wherefore 
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Wherefore, to clear Proteſtants 
from their ſchiſm , it ſafficeth not 
ro bring in any matters of faith,be- 


cauſe true ſchiſm may be, where is 


nodiviſion in faith,as it was in Co» 
re, Dathan, and Abiron, in the Lu- 
ciferians, Meletians, and DonatiAs, 
And the reaſon is , becauſe there 
may be diviſion from communion 
in Sacraments and lawful Paſtors, 
without diviſion in profeflion of 
faith, and that diviſion is as wel 
damnable, as this is, becauſe C as is 
evident) it tendeth to the deltrn- 
Rion of the whole Church, whoſe 
efler.ce conliiteth in the union .of 
all her eſſential parts, and her de- 
 {ftruftioninthe di- 
Schiſm tendeth viſion of themzand 
ro the, dcltruRi= , alſo it atually de- 
on of the "0 
Chndcrnt fa royeth that part 
part deſtroyerh of the Church, 
It, which 1s ſo divi- 


ded. Wherefore 
Page 


CP 


7. = = GO £6 


Schiſm, Cap.lI, 15 
Pag.22. he giveth a ſomwhat better 
definition, ſaying, Adore /cbi/m # 4 
culpable rupture or breach of the 


i C atholike communiox,to which pag. 


———-—0— gn _ 


eq. he addeth, without ſufficieut 


gronnd, and ſhould have addedjals 


ſo, i» Sacraments , or lawful Mi- 
»iteris; for to ſhew, that ſchiſm is 
a rapture of the Church in ſome 
ſubltancial part of her : and ſhould 
alſo have told, what is a ſufficienc 
ground, which he hath not done. 
But indeed there can be no ſuffici- 
ent ground of ſchiſm, or of rend- 
inga true Church in any of her 
ſubſtantial parts. For ſach rend- 
ing or Givilion is in part a deſtru=- 
Rion of the Church. And there 
can beno juſt ground in any deftru- 
Rion of the Church of God,as is c- 
vident, 

2. Another great fault of L; 
Derries is,that pag.15, he requireth 
internal communion in faith, in 

| cbarity, 
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charitie,& good opinion of others, 
to avoid ſchiſm, For,albeit internal 


communion in faith, charity, &c. | 
be required to the perfeRtion of | 


the Church, yet it 1s not neceſſary 
a0 her ſubſtance, as is evident, be- 
cauſe they neither are put 1n the 
definition of the Church , nor be- 
ing inviſible, can be of the ſub- 
ſtance of the Church , which is a 
vifble ſocictic in profeſſion of 
-Chriſts faich, communion in his 
Szcraments, under Paſtoral antho- 
ritie to adminiſter his Word and 


Sacraments. And therefore divifi- 


on in them, can be no true ſchiſm, 
becauſe ſchiſu1 is a diviſion in ſome 
ſubltintiall parc of the Churc :, 
whac othec {in ſocver diviſi)n in 
them be, to wit Infidelity, or 
want of charity, Wherefure when 
L. D. faith. Thu iaternal communi- 
0# 5 of abſolute meceſſitie among all 
C«tholicks, if he mean of abſolute 

necel- 


A — 
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neceffity to be ſaved, hee ſpeaketh 
truth , but not to the purpoſe, be. 
cauſe we ſpeak not of what is ne- 
ceſſary to ſalvation, but only what 
is neceflary to be no ſchiſmatick ; 
and if hee mean of abſolute neceſſi- 
tyto be a Catholick, and not ſchif. 
matick, hee ſpeaks untruly, For it 
is of no neceſſity at all to be a Ca- 
tholick, or no ſchiſmatick, bnt only 
it is neceſſary to be a good Catho- 
lick; and a bad Catholick may be 
no ſchiſmatick. 

3. Externall communion L. D. 
ſaith p-15, conſiſts firſt in. the fame 
Creeds or Symbols er confeſſions 
of faith. 2. In the participation 
of the ſame Sacraments. 3. In the 
ſame external] worſhip. 4. Ia the 
uſe of the ſame Rites or ceremo- 
nies. 5, In communicatory letters 
from one Church to another. And 
laſtly, in admiffion of the ſame dif. 
cipline and ſubjitRion to the ſame 

Eccle. 
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Eccleſiaſtical authority, that is, Ee 
Piſcopacie, or a general Council, 
which is an Aſſembly of Paſtors, 
For the firſt point of theſe, here is 
that fault I touched before, to wit, 
that communion in faith is preten- 


ded a ſufficient excuſe from true | 


ſchiſm. And another, that com- | 
munion in the fame Creeds or Sym- | 


bols, meaning (as he doth) in the 
Apoſtles, Nicene or Athanaſius 
Creeds, is ſufficient to excuſe from 


breach in true ſay- : 


*L,2-de diftinc. inp faith, For (as 
ay ms I non ſhewed 

, * other-where at 
large) true ſaving faith requireth 
communion in faith of all Gods 
words clearly revcaled by him, and 
ſufficiently propoſed to vs. The 
ſecond point alſo is untrue : for 
external Catholice communion 


conſiſteth not in the participation | 
of the ſame Sacraments (for mere | 


Schiſ. 


OE 


| 
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\ | Schiſmaticks parti- Communion re. 

cipate all the ſame quirethmore 

| | Sacraments which pou?" 46 2 

Catholikes do)but : '$accaments. 

| in - participating 
the ſame Sacraments with Catho= 
likes. As to dine or ſup with one, 
is not ſufficient that he eat the ſame 
meat which another doth, but he 
mult alſo eat it with him. And in 
like ſort the third point is untrue : 
for externall communion doth not 
conſitt in the ſame extenral wore 
ſhip, but in doing it with Catho- 
likes, as appearcth in Core,Lucifer, 

and Meletius. 

The fourth point is likewiſe un- 
true. Forexternall Ecclefiaſticall 
communion doth not require the 
ſame publike rites. or ceremonies, 
becauſe theſe are but accidents to 

| the Church, without nnion whetre- 
in, the ſubſtantial union of the 
Church may wel ſtand. And as for 
IC the 
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the fift , communion of Churches 
doth not conſiſt in eommunicato- 
ry letters one from the other, one- 
ly that ſheweth their communion, 


And as for the laſt point , true | 


communion Eccleſiaſtical requi- 
reth admiſſion and ſubjeion to 
Epiſcopacie, becauſe that is a ſub- 
Kantiall part of the crue Church, 
bue how that will ſtand with the 


allowance of communion with | 


tPuritans, and Independents in En» 
gland and Scotland, or French 
Huguenots, 1 ſee nor. 

By this it is evident , that L. D. 
holdeth his Proteftant Engliſh 
Church eſſentially different from 
Puritans, and Independents, and 
and alſo Scottiſh and French Hu- 
guenots, becauſe they reje& ſach 
Epiſcopacie, as L. D. requireth 
efſentially, ro Catholicks, and alſo, 
that he condemneth them of true 
ſchiſm, becauſe they neither admit, 
nor 


TT _—_ —_—— A. a 


-. 


Schiſm. Cap.IT. at 
ror ſabje themſelves to ſuch Epi- 
ſcopacy as he efſentially requirethe 
to a Catholike. And hence will 
follow, that the Engliſh Proteſtant 
Church is ſchiſmatical, by commu- 
nicatifig with Puritans, Indepen=- 
dents, and Scottiſh and French Hu+ 
Suenots, who are true Schiſma= —: 
ricks, becauſe they reje& Epiſcopa< * ! 
cie {which even in L.D. judgment} .. 1 
is an eflentiall part of ' a true 
Church, and to rejeR any ecſlehtiall 
part of the Church is true ſchiſm, 

4. Wherefore ſeeing L.D. hath 
| failed ſo many wayes in defining 
' chiſm , and what 1s neceſſary to 
true ſchiſm, let us | 
define it better, & What is true 
thus. Trae [chiſms ſchiſm. . . 
#4 a voluntary di- F voir oftte, 
viſion in ſome ſub- of errors, Þ | 
\ | ffantiall part of the Clem. Alex,l8 # 
erwe (hurch, And Som © 1 


as there are three 


PE 7.” 
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fubſtantiall parts thereof, namely, - 
Profeſſion of faith , commnnion in 
Sacraments, and lawfnll Minifterie: - 
ſo there may be true and damnable 
diviion ſrom any of theſe: parts, 
thongh (as 1 ſaid} diviſion 11 pro- 
feſſion of faith be both true ſchiſm & 
heceſie alſo, 1 ſay, voluntary, that I 
may diſtinguiſh /chi/#*» from excom- 
#$3W)ication, Which of its nature is 
an unvolantary diviſion, and not a 
fin (as ſchiſm is) bue a puniſhmene 
of fit, I fay alſo,diviſion of the true 
Church, becaufe divifion from a 
falfe Church, in one, or all her ſib- 
K#ntiv1-arts, is no ſchiſm or fin. I 
ſay alſo, i» ſome ſubſtantial part, 
to diſtinguiſh ſchiſm from-divifion 
in ceremonies, or opinions:, which 
are befides faith, or fuchthings, as 
, are not ſubſtantial to the true 
- Chirch. TI add alfo , that as the 
Church is divided into univerſal or 
Particular, or into the whole-, or 
i | part 


Schiſm, Cay.ll. 23 


part of the Chorch, ſo there may 
be either an univerſal ſchiſm , that 
is, diviſion from the whole Church 
in ſome ſubſtantial Part of her,or 2 
particular ſchiſm, that is, a diviſion 
fot ſome particular Church in 
ſome of her ſubſtantial parts, And 
an univerſal ſchiſm is alwayes wice 
ked, becauſe the 
e univerſall true © Auguft.Epif. 
Church can pive pa 
no juſt cauſe of a- CE. 
ny ſubſtantial di- | 
vilion from her,as fOf the ſuffi 
we have provedat <t Pcopoſer of 
at large f other- Fay ad. 
where; ncither can Je 
there be ſalyation with voluntary 
ſeparation from her,becauſe out of 
her there is no ſalvation, as even 
L.D.confeſſeth infra, c.9-p.245. and 
there can be no juſt cauſe to leavg 
ſalvation: Neither indeed can 
there bs any ſubſtantial diviſion 
| C2 from 


veal Church, itt 
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* ' from any particular Church, unleſs 


ſhe be really hericical or ſchiſmati- 
cal. I ſay really, becauſe ſhe may be 
really heretical or ſchiſmatical, and 
yer, morally a true particular 
Church, becauſe ſhe is invitbly 


12norant of her Hereſfie and Schiſm, 


and ſo may require profeſſion of 
her Hcreſte, as a condition of com- 
municating with her. In which 
caſe, diviſion from her, is no ſchiſm 
or lin, butvertue, and neceſ[irie. 
But all rent of any true real 
Church, in any ſubſtantial part of 
her, is true and 
Nojuſt cauſe of damnable Schiſm, 
-enting 4 wke reither can there 


7 be any juſt cauſe 
cd. frpcn of ſuch rent. Be- 


———_—y 


Schiſm, Cap. Il, 25 

5- 'Vhat L.D. faith pag. 18; that 
the Britith Churches were n2ver 
judged ſchiſmatical, becauſe they 
diffcted from the reſt ofthe Weſt , 


about the obſervation of Eaſter, is. 


party true, if he mean preciſely of 
the obſervation it ſelf, becauſe that 
was in it ſelf no point of faith, nor 
ſubſtantial ro the Church ; but is 
untrue if he mean it of the Britains 
manner of obſerving Eaſter, or | 
their obſtinacie in their crror. For 

they held, chat it was needful to 
obſerve Eaſter, as they did, and un- # 
{awful, to obſerve as catholiks did, 
which is ſchiſmatical, and therefore 
were judged Schiſmatiks, both by ; 
Catholiks of that time and fince; # 


and alfo by Proteſtants, as I have -' 7 
ſhewed 1. 1.- Florum Eccleſia Anzlis j 
cane, 6.9, What he ſaith pag 19. 5 


of leaving & houſe infefled with the 
plegue, with a purpoſe toreturn roit, 
Worn it 8 cleanſed, may be trugofa . 

C 3 par- A 
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Particular Church, becauſe that 
may be invincibly infeRted with 
hereſic or ſchiſm, but can not be 
almicred of the Vniverſal, becauſc 
ie IS, columma + firmamentum Ve- 
7WA1s 1 Tim. z.)Jout of which there 


is no ſalvation. Now Proteſtants 
left the univerſal Church in hee 


communion of Sacraments as is 
evident, and themſelves confels. 


_ before 6.1, n.1. aud, infra c. 9. 


6. After this p. 23. he tells us, 


[ #he Catholick Church 5s neither the 


Church of Rome nor eAſfrick , but the 
whole Church of ( brift throughout 
the world, which he proveth, becauſe 
the African Catholicks in their 
conference with Donatiſts, ſaid, 


' Ware joyned in communion with the 


whole Chriftian world. This zs the 
Church, we bave choſen to maintain. 
True it is, neither the Church of 
the ciry of Rome, nor of Africk , 
-- ts the catholick. Church, becauſe the 
_ : C harch 


ws tis T a 


* . 
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Church ſignifieth the while (hurch 
of Chrift; But not ſuch a whole 
Church as L. D. 'meancth,: to wit, 
the multitude or rather multitudes 
of all Chriſtians throughout-the 


world, who agree in the funda- 
-mental points of faith, (which yet F 
is but a mere ſhift /howſoever they | 

differ in other points of faith, and Y 


wholly in communion of Sacra- 
ments, and Government of the 
Church. Such a 
multitude: we de- Chriſt dever in- © 
nie to be the AturedaCgrch. | 
Church ot Chriſt,” (toc * here. 
as never inſtituted  tikes, and {chile 
by him, or appro- maticks., Wt 
ved by the fathers, 1% of 
but a maſs of monſters, a Hydra of F 
many heads. The cathulick Chiurch, © 
Which the African catholicks main- £® 


tained, was wholy one inProfeſiion 


of taich,commur 1on of Sacraments 
and lawful Mirilterie, and they 
C4 whol- 
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wholly communicated with it in 
all its ſubſtantia] parts, whereas L. 
D. his cacholike Church is preten- 
ded tobe one, onely in fundamen- 
raſs, nor profeſling to communi- 
cate with her in any other thing, 
which is to be Chriſts Church in a 
mall part, and ſimply to be not his 
Church: nor to communicate fim- 


_ Ply with her, but rather, notto 


communicate with her. 

7. Pag.24. L.D, ſaith, that rbe 
{ hurch of Rome 4: called 4 catholike 
{ brrch, and the Biſhop of Rome a 
catholike Biop. And pag.29. that 
be maketh not the leaft doubt inthe 
world, that the Church of England 


| ... Gefore the (Proteſtant ) reformation, 


nnd the Church of England after the 


FVeformation , are as much the ſame 
Church, as a garden after it i weed- 
ed: Which I ſee not how they can 


ſtand together; For as he ſaith pag. 
34+ the cathalike ({ burch & totuns ho- 
ET oy mogencurs ; 


RE ne Sn 
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mogenenrs; bur the Church .of 
Rome is not homogeneal with a 
Proteſtant, becauſe they differ in all 
the eſlencial parts of the Church,co 
wit,iz profeſſione fidet, communione 
Sacramentorum, & Miniftru, and 
alſo becauſe as L.D. faith, p. 25. & 
147, the Roman 

Church is idola- what is thelife 
trous in her ad- and ſoul ofa 
oration of the Protcitanc. 
Sacrament. And 

ſurely an idolatrous Church differ- 
eth eſſentially from a true Churchy 
of Chriſt. The proe, the poup,the: 


life of the ſoul, the ſum,the defini- ' 


tion of a Proteltant,is to believe ju-- 
ſtification only by ſpecial faith, as T 
have ſhewed |. 1 of the. Awuther of 
the Proteſtant Religion, c. 6, which. 
kind of belief the Roman Church, 
condemneth., as I have ſhewed in- 
T be Proteſtants plain { onfeſſion,C.5 


And can they, be one ſubſtantial. * 
C5 Church,! 
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Churchi, who condemn the life ard: 
ſoul of 'the other. Beſides, they are 


divided in: communion of Sacra- 


ments, neither receiving Sacra- 


ments with the other,, and: alſo in 


Minifters, becauſe power to offer- 
facrifice is eſſential to Miniſters of 
the Roman Church, which power 


Proteſtants condemn. 


8; Pag.26. he tellech us;that-one 


may be guilty of hereſie many 
wayes. 1, By disbelieving any fun- 
damental article 'in that ſenſe 
wherein it was ever believed by the 


univerſa] Church, 2, By believing. 
ſome error, which, by evident con-- 
ſequence, ſubverteth ſome funda- 
mental article: Yet becauſe that 
conſequence. may | ſeem evident: 
 £o one, which dothnot toan- 
* other;he wiſheth men to be ſparing- 


in. cenſuring heretikes for conſe- 
quences, 3. By maintaining teſſer 


ervors with obftinate oppoſition. 
11 - tas: adit 
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Schiſm, Cap.Il. 3T'Þ 
to ſawful determination, For i 
thorg1 no Coancil can make that Þ 
fundamental, or heretical, which 
was not ſo ever, yet it can biad vs ; 
to ſilence, Thus he,wherein are di- ? 
vers things amiflz, 

Firſt, that Hereſte is not incur- ? 
red but by disbelieving of ſome - 
fundamental point of faith, or by } 
believing ſomething which by ne- 1 
ceſſay conſequence ſubvyerteth } 
ſome fundamental point of faith. | 
For ( as I have ſ{hewed 1. 2. fund, 
and not fundam. cap. 2. ) Hereſie- | 
is incurred by disbelieving any 
point of faith whatſoever, if it be 


. ſufficiently propoſed. And is not: | 


incurred, by not believing ſome: 


*conſequences, as we (hall ſee anong - 
only I like well, that he would not |, 


have men to be cafily cenſured as 
Hereticks, for matters of conſe-/ 
-havoyr : Which if he wauld Ly 


ſerve, he would not cenſure Papilſy - 
for Hereticks, becaule they belig 
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. Not Proteſtants coſe quences{which 

they infer againſt chem ) to be ne- 

t  ceſſary:as the Euchariſt is a comme- 

| .. mor8tion of Chriſt ; therefore not 

> Chriſt himſelf, & ſuch like. 2. That 

| hefairh, no councel can make that 

'2a point of faith or heceſie, which 

Was notever ſuch; For though no 

counſel can make thar divine revea- 

Hcd trurh, which is not ſuch, yer ie 

? can make us know and believe that 

co bedivine truth, which we knew 

not before, and in that ſenſe make 

7 a point of faith, whick was nct 

before. Becauſe two things are re- 

cclary to a point of faith,divine re- 

velations, and ſufficient propoſal. 

\ And without both (in ;ordinary 
| ,courſe) we cannot. believe with - 

' devine faith: As the Apoſtle ſaith, 

| ? how foal they belicue without a prea- 
Si eber? 3. ID that he and, all Chri- 


Schiſm; Cap, Il. 32 |} 
| -it in their judgment; doth bind men |} 
. to be hypocrites, and didcmblers in 
matters of religion, and by their ft- 
lence to ſuppreſs or bury devine 
erach, Bur to this abſurdity Proteſtants 
are brought ; by their denial;,gf ches } 
Charches infallibilicie in matters of 
faith, For if (he define an error, and 
they profeſs it, they ſin againſt eonſci- 
ence, and deny their faith: If they be 
flenr, they betray divine truth, eſpeci- 
| ally if they be Miniſters of the Word, 
| and incur that Ye wihs ſinov evangeli- 
|. 24vero, 1 Cor. 9. 
| 09. Laſily, pag. 30. he telleth, what 
" he underftandeth by the Church of 
; England, which he will defend from 
A ſchiſm, to wit, That Church, which was 
| derived by lincal ſucceſſion from the 
| the Britiſh, Engliſo, p,cttane 
'" and Scotiſh Biſbops, bY Church firſt e- 
| mixt ordination as jt ſtablithed by a 
was legally eftabliſhed child, 
| inthedays of K. Edward 6. and flonriſps 
| 84 inthereign of A, Elizabeth KJames 


| 


| 


at. 
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} © defend'from ſchiſm not all Proteſtant 


Engliſh, and Scotiſh Biſhops : which | 


ſenl, and ſumof the Proteſtant Church? 
What mixt ordination had the firſt] 
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and King Charles. And( which he | 
ſhould have added ) ſuppreſſed by the 

Jaſt Parliament under him, . avd now | 
groans under the heavy yoak, of perſecu: 4 


tion, In vihich words he profefieth to ; 


Churehes, but one only, to wit, that 
which was eſtabliſhed by the authori- | 
ty of Edward the ſixth a child, aad| 
floniiſhed under Q Eliſabeth, K.James, 


and K.Charles,bur ſuppreſſed alſo un- } 


der him. 2, He profeſleth to defend a 
Proteſtant Church, which was derived 
by lineal ſacceſſion from the Britilh, | 
isa mere imaginary Church , not p:o- 

ved at all. Forto omit all other diffe- | 


rences, what Britiſh, Englith, of Scot-> 
 i\ſBiſhops, ever tavghe juſtification 


by only ſpecial faith, which is he life, 


_— 
= 


| 
| 
i 
{ 
{ 


Proteſtant Fiſhops under Q Eliſabeth? 7« 


bur of this we ſhatl ſpeak morc here- 
TIED after, 


, 
T: 


| Schiſme. Cap.lI. *35 | 
«| after, Or what meaneth he by a ive: 
e ordination, but partly Papiſtical, partly. { 
y | Pcoteſtantial. as Maſon ſaid, partlya |} 
.f roſe, partly a thiſtle? How was that | 
0j religion legally eſtabl ſhed in K. Ed» | 
t| wards time which was eſtabliſhed con- | 
t trary to the liking of moſt of the true- i 
i-| Pifhops of that time > How was the || 
d| catholick Church and religion legally | 
6, | condemned , which then was neyes | 
[ heard to defend her ſclf? How doth. | 
a| that Church groan under the keavy 
d| yoak of perſecution, which conform. | 
1, ethit ſelf in all things to that religi. | 
h! on, which is faid to perſecure it, and 

»- | for which never a Biſhop or Miniſter 
:-\ there yer, hath ſuffered death, or im- 
t-> priſonment for defending it, Some | 
n| ofthem have lolt their livinps, but not 
e,| fordefending Proteſtant religion, bur. 
h?| for ſtate maters, and therefore their 
ſt! Church or religion groans not under: 
h? the heavy yoak of perſecution, but on- 
e-| ly ſome men who wereonce of that 
er.) religion, prom under 'afMiiftionfor 
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matcer of tate, Your Engliſh Prote- 
ſtzne Church is quite 


liſh Chorch * cad. Becauſe all your 
quice dead, Proteſtant Miniſters & 


'Proteftant Eng- 


people in England as [ 
amtold, joyn themſelves in commu- 
I} Aion of Sacraments, and publick wor- 
{ ſhipof God with Patitans, Indepen- 
{ dents, ſuch as you account true Schil- 


maticks, Andby thar aſſociation, b2- 
come Schiſmaticks, though they had © 


| been not ſuch, for their ſeparation 

| fromthe Roman Church in communi- 
 onof Sacraments; and ſo the Prote- 
i} ftant Engliſh Church is become dou: 
ble ſchiſmatical,firſt for her ſeparation 
from the catholick Church in commu- 

& nion of Sacraments; and 2.for her af 
{7 Afociation to comunion in Sacraments 
of ichiſmatical Churches. For the guilt 
{}. offchiſm,'s as well contracted by afſo- 


1s 
| -from Catholicks.. And no donbt L.D; 


ciation to Schiſmaticks, as by diviſion 


would ſay, that the-Popiſh Church in 
| _ England were dead, if every Popith | 


| Schiſm, Cap. II. 27 


| Prieſt and Papiſt in England did go to 
Church now in England. Not only 
Core, & ſuchas ſeparated themſelves 
{ from Moyles, but cyen all who adjoy- 
ned themſelves to Core, were true 
Sckiſmaticks; and a ſchiſmaticall 
Church, whether by diviſion from Ca- 
| tholikes, or aſſociation to Schiſma- 
| tikes, is a dead Church, and no more a 
trne Church, then a dead body isa 
{ true man, becauſe it bath loſt an eſſen» 
-tiall part of a erue Church, to wit, 
communion in Sacraments, and pnb- 
like worſhip of God, with the trac 
Church. Ot 
10, Wherfore to ſum up all(as L D, 
| doth, pag.27.)which hath been ſaid of 
} the ſecond chapter, it appeareth that 
the L.D. hath failed in defining what 
ſchiſm is, in not expreſſing in what a» 
ny rupture of the Church ws ſchiſm, to 
| Wit, in ſome ſubſtantial part of her,as 
la profetlion of faith, gg... .. 
| incommunion of Sa. cj] Catholike 
| Craments, in. lawful Churcb. 


— 
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Miniſterie, 2. He hath failed in de- | | 
fining what the catholike Church | | 
is, to wit, a multitude really , . 
ſpread all the world over , and really , 
one, or united , or undivided in all| 
ſubſtantia] parts of a Church, asin| | 
profeſſion of faith, communion of | ; 
Sacraments, and lawful Miniſterie, ) p 
And not (as L D. thinketh) a multi. } , 
tude (or rather multitudes) ſpread 6-} g 
ver the world, but divided in all, ot] + 
ſome ſubſtantial parts of a Church, as] 
in profeition of faith, communion of is 
Sxcraments, or lawful Miniſterie, Forj xf 
as S. Auſtin (the chief of theaforeſaid} jj 
African Catholikes) ſaith , Cethcl:kri| kj 
are every where, and Heretikes ever)| ry 
where, but Catholihes are the ſame eve® h( 


where. 
3. Thirdly,he hath} T, 


, L.4.cont.Creſ= Fiifed in defining an 
C02.C.61. | 


WY 


| 
} 
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cle,or ſome evident &neceſſury conſe- 

uence from ſach article, For they are 
as wel heretikes who deny not funds- 
mental,that is,not principal points of 
faith,as who deny fundamental, that is, 
principal points of faich, as if chey be 
as ſufficiently propoſed to be reveal- 
ed or taught of God, becauſe Gods 
authority is as wel tothe one,as to the 
other, and his authority is as wel deni- 


'ed in denying the one , as the other. 


For it is not ſo much the matter which 
is to be believed, as the authority of 
the revealer, which bindeth us to be- 
lieve, and that being cqually to both 
kinds of articles, principal or ſeconda» | 
ry, it bindeth us equally to- believe 
both, andir is equally infidelity to 
d sdelieve either, as I 

clearly proved in the Faith is nor for 
Treatiſe of fundamey- conf: quences. 
tal and not funda- 

mental points, |. 2.C.2,3 4. Likewiſe he 


tn. fiileth in defining him to be an here» 


tike, who aſſenteth not to an evident 
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and neceſ{irie conſequence out of a 


matter of faith, For, as faith afſentzth F 
only for authority,as is evident by the 1 y 
Apoſtles, Faith i of hearing, Rom . 10, E 
and * 5, Auſtin, T bat we believe, we ont | Fo 


ro authority, that we know toreaſon, and | py 
* De util.cred, That both Catholicks & | < 
Melanthon ia Proteſtants define faith þ 


A upgan 7 4 prot tO be #1 eſſent to diving | % 
Sc. 28. Potter 7evelations, upon the awe | c 
ſec, 5. Chilling, thority of the revealer, I 
c.1.p 35. as I have ſhewed,1.1, of A 
the Al/ufficient Propeſer c. 2. As (I ſay) q. 
faith is an afſent only for authority; 
ſo hereſie/which is formerly oppoſite} « 
to faith) is diſſent only to authority:| 1. 
and as faith is not gotten by conſe 
quences, but only theological ſcience, my 
or OPinion, ſo neither is faith 19ſt, nor þ 
hereſie incurred by denying any confe- _ 
quence, but only by denying authort be 
Faith is neicher ty. And to ſay thet * 
got nor loit by eontrary, is to be igno- wa 


conſequences rant of the nature of}, 


Schiſm, Cap, 1I. 41 

faith, and to confound afſent of faith, 

| with aſſent of ſcience or opinion. 4.He 
hath failed many ways in defining his 


; Engliſh Proteſtant Church, as appear- 
| 
| alſo hereafter. 5, In deriving it by lt. 


eth by what is ſaid already, and ſhall 


| ; neal ſucceſhon from the Britiſh, Eng- 


3 
| 
} 


) 
( 


c 
) 
' 
j 


f 


; 
[ 

* 
l 

0 


liſh,and Scoriſh,from which Churches, 
he hath no ſacceſſion, neither in pro- 
feſlion of faith, nor in communion of 
Sacraments, nor in lawful miniſtery. 
Again, in ſaying that it was legally e- 
ftabliſhed in K,Edwards time, when it 
was ſet up contrary to the ſentence 
| ofthe moſt and beſt Biſhops, whereof 
divers were caſt in priſoy, for not aſ- 
ſenting to the ereRing it. Beſides, it 
E legally ſuppreſſed in Q, Maries 


days, and L, D. doth not ſhew that it 
was legally re-eſtabliſhed by Q. Eliſa» 


p| 
f beth. Then that he ſaith it groancth 
(| indeed it is dead. And if of 


under perſecution in England, where 


| Jate-, ſome Proteſtants are revived , 


10g abſtain from communion with 
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Schiſmaticks, they are ſo few as (that | | 
. as Oprate ſaid 1, 2, of fome Donatiſts)| / 
they deſerve not the name of 2 
Chnrch,and much leſs, of a Church, of ; 
a Nation. 


— 


a 

TIE we... 8B 
A brief Survey of L. Derrics | , 
third Chapter. f 


x. 7 N thethird Chapter pag. 31. L.D.avoeu» | t| 
cheth, That it undeniably true, that the | 
ſeceſſion or ſubſtrafiion of obedience (fromthe w 
Pope) was n0r-made by our Reformers,or by 4- ; B 
ny of their friends or favourers,but by the 3e-| F 
lots of the Roman Religion, This he proveth, 
| Becauſe both the * Uni- 
* See Twin |. 3, werſitzes decreed thus: Thel 
.SeR 223» Pope hath no more juriſch 
 difion in England,then 4+ "to 

ny other ſtrange Prince. And the ſame wal p 
vited, and decreed in our National Synod th 
and laſtly eflabliſhed in full Parliament, with ſe 
the afprobation of 24.Biſhops,and 29. Abbots] E: 
Thatthe King as hcad of the bedy politike} th 
conſiſting of tbe Spiritualty and Temporalty{ be 
hath plenary power 10 render fiudll juſtice fol br 
«K matters. And'then asketh, F/hat 4 becomf R: 
now of the great exc:prtion again Prone lec 


ftanthh 


| * Schiſm, Cap. Ill, 43 


at | tarts, for making the King the bead of the 


Engliſh Church 2 

s)\ 2 -” this I anſwer ; 1. That thoſe who 

madethe K, head of the Church, were ſo far 
off f;om being 3elors of the Roman Reilgion, 
as they were not then of the Roman Religion 
at all , ſeeing (as f Prote- 
ſtants reach) the efſence of F L.1.Florum 
the Roman religion con- Eccl.Ang.co20, 
iſterh in the Primacte of Reynolds Con- 
the Pope , and in denying fer.p.568, 
pu> | that, they were not only 
the | ſchiſmaticks , but alſo heretikes outwardly, 
the wharſocyer they believed inwardly. Befidcs, as 
[4 B. Gardiner in Fox AR. p. 1349. ſaith, The 
I-| Parlement was with much cyuclty conſirained 
th, | 19 aboliſh and put away the Primacy from the 
ni-| B.of Rome. Andp.1344. Whett the tumult 
The was in the North, Tam 
riſ4þ fure the K.was determined 
1 4« to have given ovcr rbe ſu- 
wall premacy ks Pope, Afrer Spondan An. 
odrg this M. Knever and I were 1541-G0dun 18 
pity ſent - Ambaſſedors to the Locks COTEr, 
oth Emperor , 10 defire him, Cops D7al.6, 
ihel that be would be ameans +730: 
elry( berween the Popes Holinefſe and the King to 
e fol bring the King 10 the obcaterce of the Sec of 
com Rome. 2,1 ſay, that ths firſt Author of this 
rorey lece flion from the Popes authority, was Cran- 
407 = | on e 


See Sinders de 
ſchiſm fol.1071, 
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mer, whom( I hope) L.D,wil not deny to haye | [ 
en a friend and favourer of Proteſtants For | 
xs Packer, Godwin in the lives of Arch-bi- \® 
ſhops, and all who write of that matter, tefti- f 
fie, it was he who firſt gave counſel, thaethe | B 
King ſhould decline the Popes judgment in | ,, 
matter of his divorce, and ſcek the judgment 
of Univerfities, and follow that, N on ampligs | . 
Romanam Curiam petat, as Parker reporteth I 
his words, or as Godwin writeth , Conſulrim 1» 
eſſe duco, ut Roma (/uria longum valediflo, | 
um in noſirſs, cum alits Europe eAcalemins, el 
deftiſimihac de re conſulautur. Etfi ille- 
rum tum judicia ſecutus fuerit, non erit, cur, ' 4 
uid Romana curia de bac re flatuat, mulitm | be 
ane poſibac fir ſolicitus, And upon this (a | 
Fox ſaith p.168g.) by commiſſion, it was diſs |. 
puted bythe Divines in both Univerſitics.Bes | p, 
hold ! Cranmer the firſt author of ſeceſſion | ,,, 
from the Pope. And this L. D. ſeems to con- | x6, 
| feſſe,for p.44he ſaith, The coals of the Kings dy; 
ſuFition(2bout his marriage)were kindled inf 5; 
Spain, France, and Flanders,but it was Cran«| jn1 
mer that ftruck the naile home, And Wever inf a 
his Monuments p.191. Is was generally con-| i; 
ceived, and truly (& I think) that theſe poli«[ *14 
tike wayes for taking away from the Pope bi(p, + 
authority here in England,as alſo the ſuppreſ-| 
fron of Religious Houſes, were privcipally de- 
viſed by Cromwell, 5 
And 


| Echiſme» cap'36 45 

| And was not Cromwel a fauoter of 
ve  ProteRanis? Parker in vita Warka* 
*r ( mi, Eranmur freed the Kings conſcience 
Mi. ( from the yoke of Papa! dominion. 1 bid 1 
be | By their (Cranmer, Cromyel) Cotr- 
in | cel, puniſÞment and deftrullion wes pron 
"| vided divinely to the Court of Rome Ex 
1h in vica Cranmeri: The K. wes divine* 
im ly brought by Granmer: ſingular vertue, ts 
fo, defend the cauſe of the Goſpel. Ttem by 
*, theſe laws (1536>) Papal power , which, 
© . bad fleod in England above 900 years, 
in | being diſcovered by KH, guthoritie and 
(as | ſranmers; eofily, fel dexon. And, as for 
We | rhe title of bead of the 


bes | Proteſtants 7+ | 
n Ty of. Church, D. Barnes, Cone 


n-| the Head of Of the Proveſtans Mar- 
'&s "the Church. eyrs) being to die,did as 
| Inf See Parker Fox writeth, p. 1094. ſay 


ant ;nvits War . : 
rin am1 , and Hz# prace [>] made 4 whole 


on| Wevers King,and obeyed in but realm 
li-\ "Monument « a King (whieb neither bie 
bt p39. F ather, nor Grandfather, nez* 
FA ther bis anceſtors z who reign» 

| D ed 


\nd 


| 
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ed before bim, ever bad) and that through 
the preaching of «s (Proteftante) and ,, 
ſuch other wreehes » @ we arewhichal- ; 5 
waies have apphied our whole fludies, aud © 
given our ſelygs to the ſetting forth of the 
ſame. And whas doth hemean by a +; 
whole King, and ſuch 6s none of bs An» |}. 
ceftors were, but a Head of the Church, - 
and that , through bis and Proteſtants 

preaching. How then is is exue, which | 


Proteftants bad no band ther in the ſepa 
ration of the EngliſÞ Church from the 
Court of Rowees or in their ſeparation from 
tbe Church of Rome?Were nox Barnes | 
and bis fellowes, Proteſtants, and A' 
was it nog through their preaching, that de 
King Henrie $. was made a whole P* 
King, ſuch as none of bis predeceſs 
ſors were, that is, Head of all, and in wi 
all cauſe? | li 
3+ Burbeitſo, that Roman Cas) 2 
tholiks were the authors of the divi- | 
fion ofthe Engliſh Church from the 
; Romany *R 


EC 
fs 
_ L. D. faith p. 53+ 1 i evident, that G 
ec 
S 


Echiſine» 04p+V; a7 
Roman, that is worſe for 
band, md 0 B:cauſe _ 
\ Paredes  vroteftants (ucceed, AN 
| —_ | "a not onely ® 
denter ap- wicked Schifme, bus alſo 
| Jared: moſt wickedly begun.For 
| p : OP [15 Roman Carholiks could 
of RE — againſt cheie own 
conſcience (impugning oguitan vere 
tatem,and ſo finning againk the holls 
| Ghoſt) ſeparate themſelves from the 
. communion of the Roman Church. 
; | Sorthat, Proteſtants are Succeilors 
; and heirs in a wicked Schiſme» and 
, - to moſt wicked authors thereof 
3 | And though Proteſtants had not 
q L been Schiſmatiks for their own ſeas 
« ( paration from the Roman Church, 
y.| they bad, for thelr aſſociation and 
o oppo of theſe Roman Catho. 
lixs, who againft aheir own confci» 
| ence ſeparated themſelves from 
I becauſe Schiſme is contrafted by 
_ fociation ro gehifmatiks, and allow- 
,y| 2nc9 of chair Schiſme, And albeie 


Fw _ ee en _ MS ty, a — _ 


%. 
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L.D. will not acknowledg K: Henrtie 

8 for a Proteſtant, ye: Dr Hum. 

 frey, ad Rationem tertiam 

K. Henrie Compiani,Dc-Falk againſt 
wes a Pro- Heoalci 

teſtant. eekins and Sanders, ac 

knowledg him a member of 


the Catholick Church, and Dc. An- | 
drewsc- 1- reſponſ.ad Apolog. Bel- |. 
larmins for atrxe defender of the true | 


faith: and Dec. Bacer in bis epiſile | 


; 


dedicatorie of his Commentarie e. | 
piſto'zs ad Romans, for an embraſer | 


of the pure Geſpelof Chrift , reje Qing de» | 


OY, STE one oronarar 


viſes of men contrary therto« Parker alſo | © 


ſapra n. 2. He defended the canſe of the 
Goſpel. And though perhaps L.D. 
mey denic him tobe a perfe& and 
entire Proteſtant , becauſ hedenied | 
nos ſo many points of GC utholik faith | 
as vſually Proteſtants doe, yet he | 
cannot denie him to have been a 
ſubſtantial Proteſtant , becauſe he 
denyed that: which is ſufficient to a 
Proteſtant» 40 wit, the PopesSupre- 

mac ie- 


J 
k 


Shiſme, Cap. 3- Ag 
What is ſuſ- macie, and was a Perfe&t 
| ficient 04 Arjpapiſt, which, inthe 
| To_ judgment of learned Pco-> 
teftants, is ſufficient to a ſubſtantial 
Proteſtant, as I ſhewed |. 1. de Auths- 
re Proteftantiſmi of. and if L.D, dev 
pie that to be ſafhicient co a ſubſtan” 
| cial Proteftant, I «hink Ee will be 
much troubled £O fer downe, what 
is (ufficient chereto, and not to reji& 
or accept men for Proteftants , azhe = 
pleaſeth. as ry. 
Cabelits  ® What L. D: fayet 

* ſuffer for P46: and 87 bat Catho- 
religion. Wiks in Q- Eliſabeths | 
dayes, and {ince, did nos *\ 

ſuffer merely and immediately for religi\. 
on, doth infiguate, that they did ſuf- / 
ſer partly and mediatly for religion 
And what he addeth ibid. 2bey ſaffer* 
ed for violation of civil lawes', as either 
for not acknowledging the political 8 upre . 
macie of the King in Eccleſasftical cauſes 
Che omitterh 2).) over Eccleſsaſtical pers 
D 3 ons 


— os. 8. 7 BG RE 3... I 


> Oe none 


9 on WOE nun, 
——- 
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ſons, which # al, that we aſſert( bur not | 
all which Q. Eliſabeth chalenged) 
Or ele for returning iuto the Kingdom , | 
qualified with forbidden orders , « the 
dawes of the land doe not allow , or lofth, 
for attempring to ſeduce ſome of the Kings 
fubj&; from the religion eſtabliſhed in 
gbe lend, In all theſe coſes (faith he) | 
beſide religion, there are ſome things of e 
tion: which is to confefl], that in al | 
the pretended caſcr of eceaſon, there 
bs religion, for which they ſuffer, bur | 
no ſhew of arue treaſon, but onely of 
eleQtion of matters of religion, Bt: 
how can heterme that politics! Sm 
|" premevie Which is Supremacie in all | 
cauſes, tO wit, Ecciefiaftica), or reſt | 
[ 


| . ea. was ow tvs os © #9 ful ye 


{\ gions,unles he accounts religion pc 

| Uicie? Ochow can he efteerne it area. 
' fon, to come into England with 
Preiftlic Ocdere, or to difſwade men 
from Herefte, though eſtabliſhed by 
wicked law? Might not ihus S Pe. } 
ter and S.P awl have been condemned | 


by 


_—— CC= 


— 


{= Shiſme, Cap.3* 5%! 
' by Neroof ereafon , for cotning to 
| Rome with forbidden orders, and 


fſeducing his ſubjeAs from religion 
eftabliſhed in his Empire ? One 
thing ie. whether the Kings Supce« 
macie in Ecclefiaftical cauſes be laws 
ful, or no, whether Priefily orders be 


| lawful, orno- burſurely they arevo 


matters , of vreafon, vr of Rate, bur 
of religion. And who fuffer for them 
ſuffer for religion , whether trueor 


* Falfe. If the preſent Rate ſhould make 


is ereaſon for a Proteſtant Miniſter 

or Biſhop to come into England, 
were not they proteſtane Martyre , if 
they ſuffered for it? Wherefore p. 
$4. he ſeemeth to confeſs, that the 
laws made againſt Catholiks, were 
cruel and unjuſt : For he ſaich, The 
truth ts this, a hard knot muſt bave a hea... 


. vie Male, and he could wiſh» that all 


ſedicious opinions, and over rigerowe 
S:41utry with the memoric of them , 
were buried together in perpetual 

D 4 oblivion 


_— Proteſtants | 
oblivion, Which lenities perbaps 
his owne perſecution hath taught 
kim« for as S, Auttjn noteth, the wolf 
c:ieth mercie whiles he his underthe 
lions pawes. Beſides » c. 6-c p- 159, 
he (aieth , Our boly orders arethe ſame 
they were in ſubftance , How then can it 
 betreaſon, and not a mat. 
n ore ao ter of religion, to returne. 
'*P:% imo Eagland with prieft-| 
ly orders , if theſe beone 
and theſamein ſubſtance with pre. 
ecſtant orders? Doth nor this give 
the puritans and independents juſ 
cauſe to condemn proteftant Mini- 
ers of greaſon » as proteftants con- | 
demn Catholik Pciefte: ſeeing in ſfab- 
Rance they are popilh Prieſts, and 
therefore guilcie in ſubſtance of their 
pretended crime? Wherfore thus I 
argue, popiſh preiſthood » and pros 
teſtant Miniſteries are in ſubſtance all | 
one, Therefore if that be creaſona« } 
ble, ehis alſo is, or chue. Ifpopiſh | 
Prieſts | 


—_ 
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Schiſme, Cap«4. 54 
Prieſts, can be lawfully forbidden 


| by proteſtants co rezurn imtoEngland 
| cuntrarie totheirlawes under palne 


of creaſon, proteſtant Minifters may, 
be alſo forbidden by puritans or In- 
dependents, to returne into England 
contrarieto clicir lawes, under paine 


'| of treaſon. Becauſe (L. D. (ith) a 
| Popilh prieſt, and a proteſtane Mini-: 
_ fief, is in ſabſtance all one, and Fas F 
| ſuppoſe in this argument: |] forbic's 


den to be in England by the like 
lawes. And that popiſh prieſts die in 
England for thei conſcience ;- K. 


| Jamesin his Apologie for the oath = 


of allegiance. p. 127, confeſie:h in 


| .theſe words. I. doe conflanily mains 


taive, that which 1 bave ſaid in my Apoles 
gie z That no man etber in my time, or in 
the late ©ueens, ever died here for bis cons 
Fience,P rieſts and Popiſs Ghurchmert one * 
ly excepted, that receive orders beyond” 
ſear. For why doth he except preiſts 
from bis d«nial , thet any died fercone 

5 ſcience: 


on 3 ——_—_— 


Proteflants\ 
ſcience, unleſs he meant, that they dis | 
it ed for conſcience? And Camden in | - 
|. vita Elizebethe an. 158i. confeffatb, | 
char ſhe did think, that muſt ofh: | 
poor Priefic whom ſhe executed, were | 
not guilty of eceaſon. His words are: 
Pleroſque ex his miſellia S acer doti bus genes 
#131 in patriers conflendi con. 
throng ſeivs fuiſſ, nen credidit. And | 
Cakes, yet ſhe executed shem for | 
treaſon, | 


4 


| 
i 
| 
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A breef Survey of L.D. bis 


FOVRTH CHAPTER 


Is D. in his fourth Chaps 


"er , intendeth to prove » 
that ine n, and Kingdom of Enge 
land\in their feparation from Rome 
did bot vindicate their ancient lis 
bertie. And ahis he proveth becauſe, 
ſome Kings of England bare reliſted 
the Popes ordinancies. Wherein he 
taileth many wayes, FirſtIn ſappoy 
ſing-that whatſoever Kings do, they - 
doelawfully. Secondly, in nos di- 
iinguſhing Porer, and the Exerciſe of 

power 3 well may Kings 
_ ſometimes refiſt che Exere 
po = ' cileoraQts ofpapalpower 

_ and yer acknowledg the * 
power. For as the Apofile ſaid of 
himſelf 


g5 Proteflants?. j 
himſelf r. Cor. 6. Omnia mibi licent , | 


ſed non omnia expediunt . it may well 


fall out, that che pr aRiſe of papal | 
power is not expedient , in this or | 


that circumſtance. But if he would 


indeed prove, that K.Henrie 8. did | 
but vindicate his ancient libertie,he | 
ſhould prove, that Engliſh Kings be - | 


fore him, did chaleng to be Head: of 
tbe Church immediatly nader Chriſt, by 
which headſhip (as it was expreſſed 
*n K. Edwards time) 4b jariſdiQion, 
both in ſpiritual and temporal cauſes, des 
ended from tbe erown. This libertie 
x freedom from all juriſdiion un* 
der Chriſt, and JjuriſdiQion in all 
cauſes Spiricual and temporal, neyer 
any King of England before K, Hen» 
xie-chalenged>, but plainly profeſſed 
the contrarie (ubje&on. For firlt 
Kings-of hey permitted -appeale 
England &@3 Romein Ecclefiaſtica 
, Frofeſed cauſes, as is evident in S: 
#ubjefFon: 


never 


' 
Fj. 


| 
| 
| 
; 


|. 


| 


DC 


Wilfrides caſe, who was | 


I 
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never reproved or diſliked for his 
repealing twiſe to Rome-They never 
diſliked thax profeſſion of St: Auſtins 
mode ns fellow Miſſioners in Bede þ 
c: 20: '5* 2. c: 4 That tbe ſea apoſtolick 

bad ſent them to preach inBris 
tannie,s ſbe#s accuſtemed to do in althe 
world;They never diſliked thas Saing 
Gregory in S:Bedell.1,c,29:ſhould ſub, 


. Je& all the Prieſts of Brixtanie une 


der S. Aſtin,and give him power to 
eret ewo Archiepiſcopal ſeas, and 


 (welve (cas under each of them. 


They never difliked thas S:. Adellid 
ſhould bring the decrees of che- Ro* 
man {ſynod to be obferved by the 
Church of England, as the ſame Bede 
1:2: c:4. They willingly admitted a 
Biſhop of Canterizry ſent to them, 
and choſen by the Pope,as the ſame 
Bede relateth 1:3:c:29.They acknow 
tedged Saint Peter the ſpecial porter 
of Heaven, whom they would ons 


 beyin all chiogs, Bede; 3, £25, 


They, 
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They blickly engraved in the 
fron of their Churches, charSi.Pe- 
ter was higher in degree thenSe.P aut, 


as is eo be ſeen in Eamdens Britans» 


nie pe193» al 165; They ſaffered their 
Biſhops eo teacb, thar St. Peter had , 
t! dJMonatrchic, was next after Chriſt. 
' the foundation of the Church , and 
that neither arue faith, 

d L,2,Flo- nor good life» would fave 
rum, .5> out of the vnitie of the 


Roman Church: They admitted | 


Legars of the pope, whom heſent to 
examin the faith of the Engliih 
Church, Bede 1. 4. c. 18. They at 
| the commandement of the pope, 
Y cauſeddivers Bilhopricks to be ere&- 
{ ed, av is evident in Eiwasd the El- 


der :Malmes burie : 2. Regum, c: g- + 


They with all-hamilicie admitted e 
Legats of che pope,in the 
ce. L,*, time of Kinulfus and 


Flr.c,11. Off» and admitted the 


er:&ion of a new Archbiſhoprick in | 
England 


k Abad —_— 
Ce I Ee en anemone, eE— ee re wn. 


| 
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England. They profeffed» thatitbes 
longed eo Biſhops» to puniſh priefts 
and religious KingEdger 5pud Ealrer 
dum in orat , ad Epiſcopos, and thas 
thoſe did not belong to Kings, bas 
to Archbiſhops, as K F'V;thredus proe 


| felled apud Spelman in Eoncil. pag- 


192. They ſuffered their ſubje&s to 
profeſs, that Dui won f communicet 
Ne Ecclefie Romane,bereticw 
a a bs - 4; eft, Duidqnid ipſa ſtatuerit, 
c.14, Taj, ſuſcipio , & quod dams 
naverit, damno. They en 
diced cheir letters tothe 
P ope in theſe words : Summs & wuni- 
Verſali Ecelefie paſtori Nicola, Edmar« 
aus, Dei gratis, Anglic rex , debitam 
ſuhjxdimem, &+ omnimdamn, ſervitium. 
And to omit innumerable more ſuch 
profeſſions,of their ſubj:Rion,which 
may be ſeen almoſ in every Chrie 
ſtian Engliſh King before Henrie $ 
they profeſſed, that it was Hereſie to 
deny , that the Pope omni g prefidet 
creature, And what greater _ 
; 
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2 Sce Flo, didever the pope chal. 

res Eccl lenge,then is here profel- 
wo: 9% a ſed,that he hath, by the ' 
Wallin» Kings, by the Bifſkops, by | 
gam An: the people of England? | 
1336: and if eny popes have(as 
men)abuſed this authority, and gi? 
ven kings or people cauſe to refift,or 
riſe againft them, yea to make laws 
againſt them,we defend not their a> 
buſce.bui maintain their authority.- 
For what authority, temporall or 
ſpicicuall, ſhculd and if it be to be 
reje&ed for mens abuſes. Yet this, 
and no more, prove the deeds, and 
laws of ſome Engliſh Kings, which 
 L:D.bringeth in this Chapter,made 
' xgainft the abufes of papal authori- | 
ty, not agiinſt itſelf, or right uſe | 
thereofs Doth not Bellarmin1: 2: de | 
Lawfull Pontif c:29.lay;Sze ut licet 


ſometimes af {0h F 
7 
ro refiſt: reſiſtere P ontifici invadent? 


the Pope: Corps, 71 licet reſtſtere in 
E veaents 


] 


| 


+ A @8 
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vadentianimas,uelturbanti re mpublicams 
& multo mags, fi Eccleſiam deftiruere ni” 
teretar;zand L:D:c 2:p: 20: ſaith: we 
ark no more: Forſooth if he may be 


| | judge, whatdoth iuvade the ſoules 
why may not a puritan judgſo of 
. proteſtants Biſhops: and much lefſe 


is it lawfull co ſeparate from papall 
authorisy» becauſe ſome popes hav®© 
abuſed ir, and leaft of all , from the 
wholeChaurchſor ſome popes abuſe®8 
of theic authority; Do not puritan® 
cry out againſt the abuſes of prote® 
ftant Biſhops, was it therefore law* 


ſul for them to depars from Epiſcos 


pal amhority, or from the prote- 
ftant church? where the proteſtant 
Biſhops faults, faults of the protec» 


ſtant Church, or js is fawfull” 


co depare from, a Charch, for 
zhe fault of her Biſhops? you 
few 


Fd 
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you fee how dangerous 80 protes 


ſans Biſhops, and their ; 
proteſtany charch, had been your 


4: dodtine, and praftife a- 


the way gainſt the pope, and the| 


fo ohete —_— church .,For what 
ewn de- you have done againft pa. 
Rrudtion: pal authorizy ; ren 
have done againſt epiſcopal]. 


2. Moreover King Henry by making 
himſelf bead of the Engliſh Ehureb im» 
mediath wider Chrift, did free himſelf 
nos only from papal authority, buy 
from Epiſcopal,and all ſpiritual at. 
.choriry either abroad,or in Englands 
For whois head of acompany,isun. 
der noneof that company. And I fop, 
poſe L- D.wil not (ay that all Kings 
* before HenzS. were free from all (piz 
ritual aut hority. For ſo they (ſbould 
not have accounted themſelves 
ſheep of the Engliſh fald, bug _—_ 

en us 


> — 


ww  m_—_ 


my 


om I wdwy © »w _oz6HS 
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ſupream paſtors of it. Wherefore } 


| ack was King Herryunder ſome ſpſs 
_ ritual paſtoral authority in Englong, 


or not? If he was,then was he nos ſuy 


_ preme head of the Engliſh Church 


If nos , then was heeicher ſupream 
paſtor of the Engiſh Church, or a 
Sheep Under no paſtor on earab, 


Jac —_—_— —_— 


A brief ſurvey of L.Ds 


FIFTH CHAPTER. 


l, I, D. ta his fifth chapter inten- 
deth ao prove, that the Briv 
tiſh Church were ever free from for? 


 raign juriſdiQion for the firſt 600» 


years,and (fo oughteo continue. For 


_ proof of chis,he ſaith. Firft,that all 


the Apoſiles were equall in powers 
and in all chinge, except priority in 
order, becauſe (as Bellarmin 4 de 

pont 


a—_ -—_ 


— © 2.2 2 > WD. oa, Jum Dug 
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P onx:c.21-confeſſerh by theſe words] > ; 
As my father ſent me,f5T ſend you»Chrifi| 7o 
endued them with all fulneſs of power. 
' tbat mortal men were capable of. But be 
fides that Bellarmin hath not thoſe 
worde, Bellarmin: elſe tellech hia| !Y 
witha), thatthis is meant nOt in re ſp 
ſpe&tof themſelves: bur in reſpe& off '* 
other men. And he proveth it, be - 
cafifſeChrift (aid particularly wo 5; gh 
| Peter, Upon thu rock Twill 
_ = build my Ghurch: Con: firm thy 
nanizs, brethren: Feed my Sheep, C 
Foaw21, þ 
Which words muſt need; 
import ſome power or authoritic ce 
verthe reſt of the apoſtles, becauſe] Ic 
eey werea part of Chrifts charch,| di 
and his Sheep, as wel, or more then) 0! 
any others,and he confirmeth jt out | c« 
of holy Fathers, whonot onely (ay; © 
that Saint Peter was made head of| tl 
che apoſtles, but alſo add,that he wai) ti 
made head of them totak| p 
S.Hieron. away occafion of Schiſme| p 
mad 


| 
Y 
: 


Schifme, Cap: 5. 45 


fakes Which onely prioritie of 
poweror amhority could 

dozand I avk where Chriſt did give 
meer priorit) of order to S:Peter? Sure- 
ly not ia che words cited, for they . 
ſpeak of priorkie of power, as the 
rock of the Chwureb,the P aftor of Ehriſts 
Rock and fheep,include power of au- 
Os in- nag over t he Church, 
4* 4%" andover ChriftsSheep,for 

" therockisto uphold the. 
Church;and rhe paſtor co govern its 


2, And hence it will clearly fol 
low, that either the univerfal jurif* 
di&ion of the refi of the apoſtles was 


' only for term of their lives, and fo 
- could not deſcend toheirfucceffor | 


or-ax leaſt, the exerciſe of praQiſe of 
their univerſal power, was but for 
term of life, which ſufficeth co our 
purpoſe: For St: Peter being head in 
power, overall their Tucceflors, he 

| could 
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could(at leaft) limit the exerciſe of 
power how large ſoeyer it were az 
he ſhould find expedient for «he 
goodof the Church , and withour 
fach power to limit «he JuriſdiQion 
of Biſhops , (though ſucceſſors of 
the apofiles) or at leaſt limic their 
exerciſe of it, Sc: Peter had nor had 


ſufficient power 10 ayoid confufion, | 


wrangling,and (chiſme in theEburch 
as is evident, if every Biſhop had as 


ful power overall other chriflians |. 


as the apofiles had, andalſo as full 


feave rouſe it. Forthey were nor | 


like to be ſo vertyuous and diſcreet 


as theapoftles were,In the beginning | 


of the church it was needful that all 
the Apoſtles had univerſal Jariſdiair 


on; But not,that all their ſucceffore, | 
no,nor conyenient.But for Saint Pe. | 
cer,and his faccefiors it was needful | 
they ſhould kave both the univerſall 


ower of the Apoftites, and alſo 
faculty to exerciſe it, becauſe chey 
were 


| 


| 
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were appointed heads of the uniyery 
ſal Chucch which they conld nor 
govern without both univerſal pows 
er over the a and alſo univer« 
Sacceſſors ſal exerciſe thereof; and fo 
ofthe 4- It is no drowfie dream (az L 


Poſtes were not to be governors of the univer 
arch as ſucceſſors of $2 Peter were to be. _ 


- D.p: 89calleth itz) to ſay tha Apo» 


| 


| 


files bad both naiverſall authoricie, 
and alſo aſe of ſach authoriry only 


|. for eerme of life, bus Saint Peter had 


both for himſelf, and alſo for his ſuc- 


_ ceffors; becauſe the (acceſſors of (he 


other apoſtles were not to be goverl 


' nor8ofthe univerſal church as Saingy 


Peters were » and therefore neederh 
not univerſal authoritie and anivers 


| fal uſe;God giveth not power whore 


there is no need - but (accefſors of 
Peter were to be governors of the u« 


' niverſal Church, and therefore nec» 


deth both univerſal power» andanf. 
verſal uſe of is. For there mult be ale 
SR waie? 
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waies ſome paſtor of Chrifts Sheep, 
as Sarnt Peter was- For neither can 
ChriftszChnrch ftand long without a 
rock,nor his ſheep wichoat a paſtor; 
and to ſuch a rock , and ſuch a pas. 
or,both univerſal Juriſdi&ion, and 
exerciſe of it is neceſſarie. 


3+ Aﬀeerthis p 9oLDenquireth | 


the reaſon why the Biſhop of Rome, 
ſhouid rather be ſucceffor to S: Peter, 
then the Biſhop of Antivch:and faith, 


weproduceno authoritie that he 


hath ſeen; but of a counterfeic Eyee 
Pep that Peter lying outof Rome, 

heiſt appeared go him-and bid him 
return and ſuffer for him. Bu ifhe 


/} hadread Bellarminl2:de Pontif: c: | 
/} . 12.he ſhould have found theſame te, 
| Rfiified by S.Marcellwe pope, by Saing 


Ambroſe ,and S: Anatbaſius;& though 
alſothat were nottrue, it would 


not prove chat the pope Is not ſucs | 


ceſſor ro SPeter ex .fſe; but only tha 
he is not (0 jre divizo. To us irfuffi. 
ſeth: 


- ITT” wt a WW 


Schiſme» capes? 

ſeth thanthe Bilhop of Ro meis S: 

Peters ſuccefT>r, and chiss all Fc. =! 
[thers teſtifie, and all the catholick 
cec Bel. Curch beleeverb, but 
lmin/2 Whether he be (ſo *jure 
depont, divino, Or humano, is no 
12: - potnt offaith;and mae 


_ [ny things are de fide, which are 


not de jure divino, and alſo many 
things are de fide,wherof we know 
not certainly the reaſon why they 


 _ #Eve, whydidGod forbid 
2 Ho her to eat of the forbidden 
fides: 4 apple. Bat why He Bi 


| ſhop of Rowe ſhould be. 
ſucccfor to Saint Perer;in his apo» 


tolical authority,ratker then the 
Biſhop of Anticch , the reaſonis 
manifeſt, becauſe S:. Peterh imſelf 
lefs the Biſhoprick of ntiveb 


bux continued Biſhop of Rome till 
his death. 


Ez 4 


op, 


_ fare. It was the devils * qu: ſijon to. 
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w_ And afcer this L:D. ſpendeth 
wany words abcuc the inttizution 
of pacriarchs and primates which 
we grant was buta humaneinſl; 
eution, for better cxecation © 
Eccleſtaftical power, as Saint Pete 
peculiarly took to look to the 
Jews, ard Saint Paz! tothe Gen 
tiles, and tellech us , that by the 
mm conncel of Epheſiws,the Bis the 

ſhops of Exprvw were exempt 
from the pa triarch of Antivch, bel. 
cauſe they had not been befor 
under him;and then p:97.biddeth 
us þ ing out our Regiſters, an 
ſhew what Epiſcopal juriſdiQior 
popes exerciſed inBritennie for the. 
-ficft 600 years. To which I anſwer, m; 
. 5& _ -ficft,ic being knowithat! co: 
þ hae] nu few or no records of þ ye 

cid:Brit: Þratiſh matters for th 
 ticſt 600 years remain, , 
he doth unjuſtly demand ſuch Re| hh 
-Siſtere:Secondly,graming thas thy 5 
popd 
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| pope was a patriarch 
e Seenovis of the welty and that c. 
province - Sa” 
Occid; - Brittanie is a notable 
| part of the Weſt,ic fol) 
loweth evidemily chat he was pal 
te) eriatch ofBritexnic,unleſs che cone 
hy eracy bectearly proved,which ree 
mains fer LD .xo do to clear hims 
ſelfe of fchiſme. Tbird'y, chough 
i« there be no britiſh Regiſters of 
thoſe 600 years, there are other 
2.authenticall records that Biſhops 
ry of Rowe have exerciſed Epiſcopal 
Jariſdi&ion in Britannie, even in 
{ the fiſt 600 years. *or as Iſhewed 
| in my Epifile to King James)M/era, 
| phraſtes (a Grecian, and cited ava 
\" man of great authority In the 
all conſel of F ;orence, ) did above 800 
#| years agoteſtifie SaintPeter firſt Bi- 
ſhop of Rome, cameinto 
h popes of Brittanie, converted ma 
e| the firſt > pysmade Biſhop 8,prieſt 
600 years baye executed their authority 
| .in Brita®: E 2 and 


Th  Protifl ante 
ang Deacons, and Exſebi us Pam: 
p#iliz,Cour arcienteſt) Ecc lefiafis 


cal hiſtoriographer): eftifieth the 


ſame. And theſame is ackroy. 
ledged by Engliſh Catholicks,and 


proteſtants; S. Eimtberizs alſo the 
ewelft pope after St: Peter ſent hi 
ther his Legats;Fugativs and Da: 
mianus who baptized the King, 
Qucen, and molt of hit 

ile #-# people. And the nex 
James, Pope SS: ;iGor ſept Le 
| gates Into Scotiand 
who Baptiſed the King, Queen 

and his Nobilitie, as teſtifie the 
Scottiſh Hiſtories,aad others; and 


about the ſame time S. Nz2797 be 
ing :aught at Rome,(ſaith S:Bede |. 
3.C-4.Jthe faith of Chriſt was thence! 
ſent Caith Capgrave in his life) to 
convert the South pias,who then 
inhabited the beſt pare of Scot: 


land: and about the year 429 pope 


Celeſtin in the fiſt conſecrated Pah| | 


Iadim 
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#w.and ſent him to Scotland where 


©. | a8 yet Was nov Biſhoptand not foi 
| perfal of Irelang, (ent thigher aiſo 


S:Patrik. And whereas at the ſame 


* time theBricons began £0 be infe? 


a:d with the p*lapian herelir,chs 
Lame pope fent thither 


Is 5 Profper 
] in Ang S:German, and Lupus to 


conſume that herefle, 


g and bork Britons, Scots, Pi, and 


Trib willingly accepted theſe Les 
gatSof the popes ,nor denied.thax 
they had any authority. over 
them: and alſo in the 600 yearr, 
S:G-egory Underſtanding thas the 
Engliſh t hen were pagansz,he pro? 
cured of the Pope at that time to 


| be ſent to preach to thew. tut 


was recalled atthe importunitie 
of the Romanr, who would noe 
part with ſo worthy a man, buy 
as ſ05n as be was himſelf Pope, 
ſent hither an 596 S. Auguſtin; Tnd 
his companions; and gave bim 


E 3 pow 
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poweff over all the Bſliops of 
Britanie, and co ere& two Archie. 
pnge ſeas, and 24 Epiſcopall; 

y which we ſee how different th+ 
Bricons caſe was from them of 
Ciprus.For ifthe patiiarch ofAn. 
tiech could have proved that hiy 
predeceſſors had uſed ſuch Jarif, 
diQion over the Cipriants as we 


provethat rhe popes have exerci-| - 


ſed over Britons,the counſel of E, 
pbeſiw mould never have exempied 
chem from him? I add alſo, that 


Galfrid1.9.c.12 ſaithgthat Dubriti- | 


primate of gcitanie was, Legate 

_ <= of the ſea apoſtoh, and 
dSpeed in (hat d Sampſon had a 
defcrip. 
| —_ dent in his lifes whe:+ 
fore antruly ſaith L. D. pap. 150, 


pall from Rome, as evi- | 


that the pall was firſt intro. | 
R: Fames duced in the reigne of the | 


acknow- SaxonKings after 600 year. \ 


ledged the pope to be the patriarch of 
the weſt, of | 


Shiſme, Cap. 5, WS - | 
of Chriſt, I may alſa add thay K 
Tames in his Apologie tor the oath 
of allegience p: 46, allowath uhe 
pope to be yer patriarch of the 
Weit.For cbus he writeth;l word 
ic with all my beart give my 
rt. = conſent, that the B ;ſbops of 
cute Ecct: Rome ſbonld bove the firſt 
orig - par» ſeatz] being a weſtern king, 


per > and would go with the pattie 
Mops archof the Weſt; and in 
his ſpeech to the Parlament acr 
knowledge th the church of Rowe 


xo be their mother church, & ſo doth 


| Seravia and others cited lib, 1, de 


autbore proteſt c.\1,n 10, And why 
ſhould nos LD. allow him eo be 


ſtil patriar ch ofche Weſt , whom 
King Fames alloweo? The general 


councel of Chalceden accurſ-d Dio 
ſcorws choug h ſecond patriarch of 
che Chnrch , for pronouncing 
jadgment of depcſicion againſt 

Eg pope 
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Pope L: the great,and L. D: dar dj 
pronounce depefirion of all; 
Popes fince B9niface 3. for more 
then Io00 yearsy an 
L:D:dcth (ay, ther they haveall 8, 
- mo loft rheir patcjarchare}| 24 
Ry z0- 
ſocrus did O intolerable pre ſump- 
tion. | | "Y 
3-And whereas p:300,L-D. ſaith - 
chat the Pritifs Church ſided with _ 
the E ;ftern E k mrche! for many hun (a 
Ared yearr,he (hew«th his great ig hb 
norance In brizjſh matters. For þ || { 
; the Britons in their! Count:iman| \* 
Conſtantia time joyned with the| * 
| Roman church for the time of ob: 
i dferving Exfter, as himſelf reftificth! © 
in Eyſchiusl. de vita Conſtantini, | k 
c:18- Secondly, Britons never cided / 
ereicely with the Eaftern Chut» 
ches, becauſe they alway, 
kept Eaſter one ſunday 
eDeca''3 which che Eiftem, 
nn” Chorchcs did not. | 
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F® Thirdly, becauſe Colman defen> 
1 ding the Brizons error,could fetth 
itno higher then $.Columba, who 

{4 Came IntoErzzannje but an.$62.and 
, FPFofelbon 4, inhis fler- 
” PR rers written an 638 ſiith 
ip that at ra3teimethis he- 
rejewa8$buta little before riſca 

jc] in Scorland. Whar L-D, addert 
71 of the Brittiſp Monks, whom he 
yl {at loſt raetc lives for refuling to 
g.4 obeys Auſtin,znd S. Pedes words 
| (4hich ſay Saint Anſtia was dead 
an| long time before they were killed 
he| Were not his. have (ufficiently re- 
h.| fated in the prudential babance ). x; 
h| c-6,and inl Floram 1 cn: whicii - 
1, | I remic rae Reader. 
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n 

SixT Cuaprrs. | 

$- D;. in bis fix: Chapter of | ” 
L Schiſme cnchad , tha * 
though the pricith Churches ha el 
not been exempted from thepopes| 1< 
JariſdiQion;yer nevertheles kings| © 
by. their imperiall prerogative, of 
have power #0 alter in the external! re: tf 
giment of the church, whatſoever wu of c. 


bamane inſtitution for the benefit and| 
fl. advantage of the body politickz thus| th 
| | he, and«his he proveth, becauſe] "* 
|  fome Catholicks teach thast| P: 
| to whom a kingdom 1is granted, 

all chings are granted, without! ' 

| which-a Kingdom cannot be governed | 

bur this will nor provehis ſaying, 
| For be it ſo,that a king hath pow 
| Mt 


| 
| 
| 
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er $0 do whatſoever is zeceſſary for 
government of his Kingd ome» it 
will not follow that be can alter 
in the government of the charch, 
nbat u4 for the benefit of the kingdom, 
if it be of humane inſtzutiongas L, 
D loich wecefſitie of kingdom,and be 


| nefit of the*kingdome , ate diff: rent 


things. And kings may well have 
the power in the former, and 
ſometimes not in the latter, Epi 


 copally if what is for the benefix 


of the kingd-me be congrary to 
the nicefary gond ofthe church, 
unteſs L.D. prefer a kingdom b& 


forethe church y the body before 


theſcnl;a2nd the earth betore hea 
ven. Befides a Kingdom iskng a 
part of che charch,and ict is nog in 
the power 0' any part onely for 
its particular profit toalter what 
is ioftituted by efie univerſal 
church for her nniverſal good, no 
more then is isin ihe power of a 
part 


_—_ CT 
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part of the Kingdom, as one ſhire 
or provinceto alter for its privat 
intereſt what hath becn decreed 
by Parlament for the good of the 
Kingdom-Wherefore wheras LD, 
:110. faith, that three things are ne- 
ceſſaryto make apublick reformation, 
law ful:juft grounds, due moderation, 
and ſi ficient authority. No one of 
thete was in King Henries reforma 
tion.Fcr he lad no juſt grourd,be 
cauſe his ground was, that the 
Fope wcu!d not givehimleaveto 
forſake his lawful Wife, and take 
another. His proceeding therein 
| was Iyrannical,becauſe 
« Sup:c:3. by fear heforced the x 
parlameyt to conſent 
to his proceedings;and his autho* 
ity was not ſufficient both bes 
cauſeit was hepower cfa ſmall 
part cf the Church againſt che 
vhojr,ard b:cauſeit was ret ina 
mat 
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matter of hamane inftizution buy 
divine, in which Kings have no 
authority to make alteration. 
Two things therefore L: D: 
ought to prove Firſt, that a parite 
cular Church can alter things 
which are inſtituted by the whote 
Church for the publick good; Se- 
condly ,that the regiment of the 


Church by the pope was of hur 


mane inſtitution. Neither let him 
think he hath ſufficiently proved 
that princes have power to med - 
dlein fpirituall mayo 

1Ke:: I ters, becauſe ſome 

269) princes havedoneſo, 
unleffe he think it ſu'= 

ficiently proved that Kings can 
cfter ſacritice becauſe Sau! did (o 
cr whatſoever Princes do,is laws 
full. Some princes might meddle 
;n ſpiritoal matters, either upoa 
prelumprior,2r upon Zeal, ſednon 
ſeenmndum ſcirytiam,or either expreſs 
or 


82 Proteſtants 


or tacit approvation ofB;ſbops, and 
what King Henry did in ſuch mart 
ters wasplainly againſt his own 
_ conſcience, as appears by bis fre- 
 ___ quent and bearneſt de: 
6S0P:C:3. fire to bereurited co the 
pop: ſoit might nave 


been done without any diſgrace 


to him, or reſtitution of Church 


goods which he had caken-. And” 


will L: D:; venture his own and © 


ther mens ſonlz upon the authort: - 


gy or fat of him who condemaed 
itin his Own conicience, & #culd 
have revoked it tu. for ſhame and 
coyetouſneſs? himſelf pleaded 
guilty, and will you acquir nim ? 
' Nay venture your own,and other 
mens ſ{alva:ion upon his confeſſed 
crime? King Henrie is often ſeek. 
ing eo be reunited to the pope,coa 
fefſed himlelſguilcy of ſchiiſme, 
and L,D.defendeth him, & duilds 


his own,and other mens ſalvaii* 
on upon his fact. - 


Schiſme, Cap-6 $3 

2. Whex L:").alledgeth, p:120, 
oat of a councel of Tonars, thax 
that councel allowed withdraw» 
ing of obedieac: from of che pope 


| ia certain caſes, proverh not his 


purpoſe. Ficft , becauſeir iv one 
thing to withdraw obedience 
from this or that popein this or 
chat caſe, which we deny not,bux 
may belawfully done when the 
caſe iz evidently juſt, and may be 
done without ſcandal,or damage 
cothe Church, eſpecially if is be 


done by publick authority of the 


Church,2s it was from 
c Bellarm' P.c Liberius from Grego- 
- _— rie 12 in che councel of 
Sienna , and from Thorn 


22in the c>3acel of Gonftance: 


Another thing is ©o 
SeeL: D. withdraw from papall 
= amhority it ſelf, as King 
Where he > Sat ak =—y 
calleth Henrie did, and prote «- 
ſuch threats ofKings perſonated ſhews-+.0 
tertiftie pope>, ants 
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ftants do,bur neicher the connce!l 
of Tours, nor any Carholick ap- 
prove. We ſay the pope is as well 

inſtituted for the .gocd ef the 
Church, as the King for the good 
ofthe Kingdomye But yet , if the 
King abuſe his power, we do not 
ay that therefore izis lawfall to 
renounce regal autaority,no more 
may we if thepope abuſe his ju- 
riſdicion, renounce papal anthov 


rity, eſpecially it being immedis | 


- atly inftitu'el by God as regal i3 
not. W acrefore for L: D: to defend 


proteſtants revolt frompapal au. 


 thority, ir ſuſhiceth not ro ſhew 
that ſome popes have done (orre 
things prejudicial to Evg/and:b5ut 
he mult alſo ſhew what papalan. 
thority hath done boſe wrongs, 
and that papall anchoriry of is 


ſelf is prejadiciall to King - 


domes. 
I 


pany 
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I and alfothathowſvever ſome 
popes have temporally gronged 


| England, far more popes have far 


more benefited ir,both Temporal» 
Ly,and ſpiritually,as Thavefſhewn 
edjiamy Evil; co King Jamers 
And therefore it was even againſt 
bumaneprudeuce and policie for 
ſome wrongs by ſome popes t0.re. 
nounceall Nay,though ſome pop: 
had done far more butt both (pi. 
ri-nz]l and temporall to England 

then they have done, it had not 
been lawfultohaye revolted from 
papal authority ic ſelf, no more 
then inthe time of the Synagogu? 
it kad buen lawſul torevolt from 
the au.hority of the high Ptief?, 
Becauſe papal authoricie is as wel 
inſitated by God, as was autho- 
rity of che bigh Prieft, nor is itcf 
itſelf any more caufe of any evil, 


then that was: s 
What 
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What injuſtice happene,proceed | 
ofthe perſons in whom this avs 


thoricy ir-nut from the authovritie 
it ſelf, And it were wicked ſacri* 
ledg for faults of men to impugne 
ſacred authority inſlituted imme. 
dialy by God, 
3-But proteſtants have not only 
for faults of men revol:ed from 
aumthoricy inſtiiuted by-God, but 
alſo for faults of ſome men in 
the Roman church, to wit,of ſome 
popes revolted from the Roman 


Charch it felf (as Donatifts did |. 
from the catholick Church , for | 


the pretended faults of Cecilienm ) 
without proving,tbatthe Roman 
Charch ever kne'y of choſe faull:s 
or could redreſs them.Proucther- 
fore that the univerſa!!, or whole 

Roman chu:ch knew of 


L:Dzp: n 
_ thoſe wrongs which 


ces either given,or taken tight or wrong 


donot weigh halfſo much as the unitie 
of Chriſtians. — you 


<= 


my 


wh, 5 «23 
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| you ſay ſme popes have done to | 
England, and alſo thax ſhe could 


redreſs them, or confeſs, t bat the 
whole Roman ct.urch is guilcleſs 
of them»and is not for them to be 
forſak:-n-unleſs you will (ay (be is 
tO be forſaken for nofault of her. 
Y:u bave forſaken the communie 
on both of the pope, and of the 


Roman church, tel,why you have 


forſaken the communion of each - 
of them, and impute not the. 
faults of popes tothe papacy » of 


. Papal authority-The Pope the papa» 


ey. and the Roman Church are three 
different things, all which prote- 
ſtances have forſaken, and tbere« 
Pg fore they are bound £0 
ha - give djuſt cauſe,and ne» 
110p:27: Cary co Glvationwhby 
they have forſaken 
each ofthem,or they uſt confeſs 
$hemſtlves guilty of Schiſme. 


And 
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And let ahem not think that wit 
they bring to juſtifie theic revolc 
from ſome pop:?, will juſlifie their 
revolt fromthe papacy it (elf, ot 
from the Romy church: Wha: ſoc: 
ver ſome pope:s have been,papacy 


er papal authority, and the u- | 


niverſal Roman Church are holy) 
nor can give any juſt cauſe of res 
volt fromthem , Proteſtants have 
revolted from papacie as well az 
Puritans in Erxglaud have revoO'ge 1 
from Epiſcopacie, and as L: D. 
would not admit the fau lin 
ſom? proteſtans Biſhops to be a 
lufficiene cauſe of revolting from 
eviſcopacie,or frem the Proteſtant 
Enzliſh church,no more will we ad- 
mit faules of fome Popes tobe a 


ſufficient cauſe of revolting from | 


papacy,or from the Roman church: 
B:fides (a8 Thave often ſaid) they 


are ſeparated in communion of ' 


Sacraments from all antien: chris. 
{tian 
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ſtian Chnrches in the world. And 
what jJulit cauſe of ſeparation have 
allthoſe Churches given them? 
And cil, you have aflified your dis 
viſion trom all cheſe 4; 
popes, papdey,roman church 
clear pro 4nd all antitent chriſtian 
reſi:from CE} zrchers and allo your 
ſchiime: ynjon with any  ſchiſ- 
matical Church', you have not 
cieared your fret: Ch.from ſciſm, 
4.What L.D p:809 ralketh of a 
new creed, of withdrawing the 
cup from ube laity, isan old filly 
obj. Aion 1000 times apſwered by 
See prote- Catkolicks ,whoſe ans 
ſtants new fwers becauſcke doth 
Creed 1orrefutes, I will not 
my Collat- ap ia 
of ſcr i ere ſpend time tOcon. 
ture,p:42, firw, eſpecially ſeeing 
that Proteiarts revOitcd from the 
Pope, and Rome church, long for 
tha t new creedas hecals it,which 
iz nothing bug certain points of 
Cath: 


L:D:hard 
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faich propuſecd to be ſworn of 
ſome Ecclefiaftical Catholick pers | 

ſonz,as the 39 articles were inthe |) 
L:D: - Proteſtants new creed pro. 
p:155: poledby them to Minis 
ſters. And as for the cup he | 

knoweth that it was granted co | 
the Bohemians» but ſeeing it did - 
-bur littlegood with them, it is not 
like it would do more with pro: 
teſtanes.But L-D:purtteth this mate 
ter Of the Cup onely to amule the 
fimple;for he knoweth | 
*Sce Coc- not only *Lather, but 
endo ' alſodivers Sacramens | 
Hoſpin taries confeſs that this 

. parr*2:fol: is an indifferent mats 
B...: F4erof it ſelfe and no | 
Collog: juſt cauſe 80 ſeparate 
Ratih: communion: And that 

Melantin:edit 2:1oc:c:de abrogat:legis:& 

 Incolloq:Avuguſt,apud Hoſpin:fol:98,Dz | 
i lleus inAp*c:7,Marron in Appol:1:2: c:4. 
The beginning at leaſt of proreftancy 


wipchiſmatical: 
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proteſtants themſelves give nox 


thecup toſuch , as cannot drink 
| wine; and howſoever this be,cere 


tain it-is that proteftanes did not 


ſeparate at firſt from the Roman 
Church, eicher for a pretended 


new creed,or for the cup, & there- 


_ .foreneither cf eheſe can Juſtifre 


their ficlt ſeparation, and we avk 
whatJuſt cauſe proteſtants had at 


the firſteo ſeparate from the Ro 
| manchurch.And ifthen they had 


no juſt cauſe, ro ſeparate, they 
were at that eime erue Schiſmas, 
ticks, and fo the beginnieg at 


leaft)of proteftancy was Schiſma. 


tical,and the Separates crueSchif. 
= ma:icks,$ conſequent- 
= 6 ly the preſent oo 
Schiſma'* ftants guilty of the 
ticorum ſame crime, by defends 
evident- jng the (chifme of their 
rex:$:0p ancientere, and ſuccee, 

carel: 2: ding them therein 
Whar 
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What L.D. addeth in the ſame 
p:190. that proteftants in | their rec 
retormation have altered no Ar |c0U 
ticles of Religiongnor ſacred rites, juſt 
nor yiolated charitie, is but tco 
manifeſtly untrue as I have ſhewe |, ;. 
ed in the plain confeſſion of proteſtauts | 
c: 8, and by the generai DoQrine [Chi 
of proteſtants, thas they diffcr- | jor 
from papiſts in*fun= | 5 
*Calvin 4, gamental points neceſ+ [che 
infor: T2, fary co ſalvation, Inſo« | te 
2 conr: a . 

Wefi pet” much as Perkinsin his | pro 
Imp: Epiſtle dedicatorie of |jhat 
557, Whi- hjs reformed Catholick, |Wi 
—_— ſaich:1: 119 netable poli | thei 
Peking __ cieof the devils which be . | tru 
in ſymb'p hath put intothe heads of \(ay 
791,Chil- (undrie men inthis age, 0.x: 
GEp'3! * that our Religion, and | y11 
Anthor c: the religion ofthe preſent filly 
N13: and Charch of Rome are all | fa 
| ae on ene for ſubſtance. And Aybev 
ore ©” if they had not alte- [ype.j 


as 10 tee red | and 
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ied ſome article of Religiongthey 
could not fo much as colorably 
jukific their revolt from the Ree 
| man Church, b-cauſe* 
they teach,no ſeparati- 
onis tobe made jnthe 
Charch,bui for neceflity of falya-. 
- | tion: 
5s. In the 157 page L.D, avon. 
cheth, that Eath®licks acknowledge 
the ' ſame poſſibility of ſalvation to 
proteſtants, as protefkGants do tothem 
that #,t0 ſuch of either Gharch reſpe* 
Gively as do not err wilfallt , but uſe © 
their utmoſtendeavours to find out the 
 [rath. This he proverb, becauſe x 
\(ay in the proteſtants plain confeſſion, 
J.13,p:152,153. If they graut not ſal. 
vation to ſuch papiſts as they ecunt vin 
fibly ignorant of Koman errors but unlly 
ir ſuch as are invincibly ignorant of 
Jbem,they bave no more charity then 
we-F or Be grant Church ſaving ſaith, 
and ſalvation to ſuch Ry 8f are 
| ins 
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invincibly ignorant of theirerrors:here | 


be gndeth, but ladd p.153-Fztzer 


we never grant true charchſaving } 


faith,or ſalvationto proteſt ant church, 


or to any formal proteſtant, Fo” ſucha | 


are invincibly ignorant of thei” errors 
are not formal proteſtants, but rather 
proteſtantibus credentes, as S: Au 

guſtine diſtingaiſbeth of Hereticky 
andiHeretics credentes, In which 
word:Iplainly deny ſaving faith 
or fal vation to the proteſtant church 


or aformal proteſtant,w'zereas prote. 
fans allow faving faith, and ſalx 
vation to theRomith church, and 

to formalpapiſts, as I ſhewed |. 1; 


of th2 author of proteſianey, c.2,4nd 
I, 1,of diſtinGionof fundamentals, and 

rot fundamentals c.2.Whence L,D. | 
citeth other words of mine, that 
who hold the fundamentall points of 
faith, andinnocent ly err irs not fund as 
memaiimay be ſaved; Truec>but pro* 
teſtants add, thateven ſuch at 
err 


Schiſme, cap'3 93 
ere | in fundamental articles and allo 
Jet [gho err finfully in not fundamen* 
9 ils may bef aved,as I ſhewed1. 1 

&\ [iat0>de Authore cx3,and 1.1 of d:* 
24 finftionof fundmentals c 2,by plain 
T4 [confeſſions of learned proteftants 
"7 [which L, D. ſhould have taken 
U | noticeof, and ſhewed why we 
k1 ſhould not believe them , what 
ch] rroteftants teach in this matters 

th| rather then himſelf. - 

<| 6 What he faith p:158-that their 

e, | ſeparation is from our errors nIt 

lt | from our Charch ſheweth bis ig« 

d | norance what our Church is: For 
1:| our Charch is a ſociety partly in* 
d | our pretended errors, and theres 
d , fore who ſeparate from them ſes 
), | parate from our church,as 1have 
t| thewed 1: 2 of the diſtinf&ion of 
f | fundamentals aad not fundamentals, 
*' £:5: Beſides they have ſeparated 
*! from our communion in Sacraa 


8] ments,and from ow Officers,both 
r F2 which 


| 9 4 Pyote ſt anis 
which are cfſencial co our church 
What be addeth p:159:hatfpres 
teftants donor arogate to themſelves 
either a new churob,or a new Relzgion, 
or new holy orders; Firit is (aliſe as1 
bave ſhewed by inr.umerabletes 
Kimonies of proteſtants 1:2:of the 
Author of proteFancy>c: 13: Secondly 
it convinceth proteftants of their 
ſchiſme,forif che chnrcb,their rc 
ligion, their holy orders are the 
ſame with ours, wbatneed {had 


they tO go out of ours forſalvas | 


gion ſake,or what need have they 


to continue out of it? For what | 


ſeek wein a church bur ſalvati- 
on? And where is the ſame 
church, ſame religivn, ſame or+ 


ders; the ſame ſalvation may be 
had. 


What he addeth ib: that protes 
ftanes poſitive articles are thoſe 
general eruths about which there 
is no controverſic 3 our negotiution 

« 
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<> Fon ly of bumane controverted additi> 
I. parily falſe becauſe their 
a; principal poſitive article of ja; - 
| if Perkins fication by i ſpecial faith is 
e _ moſt of all in contro» 
a | qzerse | verfie» and if thele nex 
« Apol: con Batlve articles be net }; 
| _ Avg: points of aheic faiths 
y } © <ePQ* hyt humane matters 


” | gg what do they in their : 


| contr:1, confeffions of faich? 
r Pi2g- are they not beleeved 
ond © of proteſtants to be 
a} NEE” divine truths taught 
y | arepoins in (criptureas wel as 
t | offaith their poſitive artiu 


with pro lex? Have not protes 
he. OO ants a poſitive faith _, 
* { of their negative articles as weil 
* | axoftheir poſitive Articles? Do 
not they beleeve that God hath 
| | 68 well raught thoſe riegatives 
* ! points asthe poſitive? Turks and 


Jews donot believe thoſe nega= 
F 3 tive 
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tives. but proteſtants more Over 


beleeve them to be Gods word, |. 
And their faith(as far is differeth 


from Roman) confiſting almoſt 
wholly of beleeving ſuch negative 
points to be Gods words is right= 
ly termed a negative faith or re= 


or belcef that the bleſſed Sacra 
ment for example is che true bc= 
dy of Chriſt,but proteſtants have 
a pohitive faith or beleef that it 

_ is nos Chrifis body, 
C__ and the like izof ſuch 
and pro- Other negative points 


p 

lgion.Terks or Jews have no faith | ; 
{ 

: 

{ 

| 


Eſt con- of proteſtancy: If pres | 


ccrdng teſtants did only ſay, 
——_ they do not beleeye ( 
the Enchariſt co be the body cf | _ 


ch:iſt,Cas Turk und J:wH ſay ) we 
would no moreazk ofthem any 
proof forthat point then wedo 
of Turks and Jews, but ſeeing they 
Profefſe to beleeve with _ 
aiiny 


Shiſme, Caps, 97 
TEN feith, that ic is not Chriſts body 
rd, | v* jultly cxz& Gods word for 
i h ſuch negative beleef, 

7.And what finally L D.addeth 
; [259 city that proteſt azts are ready 
in preparation of mind to Lelceve and 
praiſe mhatſhever the catholic! 
" Cburch,cven of this age dath wniverſal. 
M | h andunanimouſly beleeve aud pras- 
4? | &;ſeis to ſmal purpoſe more then 
©* | atigg leaf was to cover Adams na «+ 
'© | kedneſs, becauſe he meaneth not 
It' thetruereall catholick Church 
#,| ofthis age which is ſhe, which is 
h really ſpread all the world over, 
0 and really undevided in any ſub- 
*| flantial point of a Charch, to wis 
, | in profesfion of faith,communion 
© ' of Sicraments,and lawful Mini 
; - ſterie. If he had a true preparation 


of mind to beleeve whar ſuch a 
real catholick church univerſal» 
Heretico 7 of beleeyes, and pran 
pacem cum AFileth the matter 


cnLib us\ecnt:tertul: prefcrip» 
F' 4- were” 
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_ 77: 
were ended- Bu; hzmeaneth by; 


the catho!lick Church an im agi» > 


naty church or multicudeof whathy;, 


chriſtians ſo:ver,catholicks,here. Cr 


ticks,ſchiſmaticks, who agree in 
fandamental point(the number 
of which none of them can decery 
mine,) howſoeyer th y diſagree 
1a other points of faiz « & w holly 
in communion ofSacraments and 
Government of the church, For 
fach a multitude though ſpread 
over the world is but an imagji- 
nary charch ofChrift never foun« 
ded by him no more then hereſte 
or ſchiſm is; nor everdreamed of 
by the holy Fathers, but framed 
AR:2:22: mMeer)y in the imagi« 
1 Cor-c:11 Nation of proteſtants, 
Cant:6'y.8 that they may have 
Joan © 10% fome pretence cf a ca- 
Rom-12: tholick thurchs, We 
V:5: have out of ſcripture 
that the church which Chriſt ins 

Rituy 
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1 ituted was one, and undevided 
n g h profeflion of faith,communion 
t of Sacraments under his lawfull 
"Winiſters. Lec L. D. ſhew onto 

-pcripture where Chriſt infticu:;e< 
beel! Church divided in ſuch points s 
er 1 that ic can be ſo divided, and 
_ "Iyer be ſubſtantially Chriſts 
Church,and let him nog only (ay 
nd [,forieis a main point in which 

he is not to be beleeved upon bis 


- bace word. 
IÞ ; 
a A brief ſurvey of 13D, 
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1: | Nhisfeventh Capter p.160 
» ( | £-D:(aith>*bat a! Princes and 
YPublicks of the roma communion do 

In effe th: ſame thing Cuhich Ring 
| | Henrie $ and Charch of England 
| | did) whey they have occaſin , or 
| && the leaſt do plead for itv 

| | F 5 H_vr 
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How manifeſtly untcue this is, is 
evident by the cath of ſupremasy 
cie made by King Henrie, and his 
church which I will ſee down as 
King 7ames ſerteth it in his Apc* 
logie p*48, 1 4:B: do niterly teftifie 
and declare in my conſcience that the 
Kings highneſs # the only ſmpream go» 
zernor of this Realm, and all other bu | 
Highneſs dominions and countries, a | 
wel in all ſpiritual or Eecleſiiſticall 
things or cauſes #s temporal. And that 
n0 forrargn prince. perſon prelatesftate 
cr potentate hath,or ought to have an 
Tariſdifion, power. ſapertortiy preemn 
nence , or anthority Ecel;ſtaſticall or | 
fpiritnal within thu Realms. Axd ther 
fore I utterly ren:unce ond for ſake all 
forraign juriſdictions, ſuperioritiery 
and authorities. ln which Oath are 
{worn fivethings. Firtt, that the 
King of England is not only chief | 
Governor, bur a!ſo-2nely and ſy3 | 
pfems Governor. Secondly , not 

| only: 


Schiſme, Cap.6, ror) 
only in ſome, but all Eceloff iſticall 


| things and cauſes. Thirdly, & wel in 


| af eccleſiaſticall cauſes as tempira B, 


Fou rchly, that no forraign perſon or 


| prelate hath any ſpiritual juriſdiftiong 


porver or ſuperzority in England. Fitts 
ly all forraign jeriſdifion; ſuperiority 
g amtborty u utterly renounced. N3 
one of all which any catholick 
Prince 07 Republick ever pra&i® 
ſed or pleaded for. I denie not but 
ſome Capnolickprinces haves ſom? 
Hme? medled in ecci-{liftical cxu 1 
[es bur that they meaied in ail or 
In any; 4 th: only ſuprem? governors 


wel 


of ſu5h cauſe*, and as weil in them 4s 

in terpora! cauſes, ON £14k Tt 129 

renounced utterly ail foraign el ſti 
cal authority;or fiaally m 4.4e cnelr 
juDje&s wo ſwear althis is moſt 
fal(: N » chis is the fi-ft 1ew creed 
of ouc protetan: Ezliþ ciurch 
ic watch is hath divided it fe At 

1n - 


ER 
Ins I 


$02 Proteſtants 


from theuniverſaichncchbun a). 
ſo from all antieng chriſtiage 
Churches inthe wor1dand there 
force 3s become both heretical] : 
and ſchiſmatical. 

v2 Batktus fee Pow he proe 
veth that chriſtian Pcinces have 
in efe& donethe (ame which K: 
Henrie-and proteftants in England 
have done; Firſt he proveth itzbe? 
cauſe K: Henrie did cenvocate ec» 
clefiafiical! ſynods, and fo did 
Charls the great, and other Eqz« 
perot4.Secondly, becauſe K: Her. 
rie made himſelflaſiJudg of grien 


vances in cauſes eccieh2ftica) So | 


did Lodovick the feurth in in his 
own caſe again JIhon,p:22, Third, 
ly, K:Henrie tock uponhim the 
patronage of Biſhopricks; ſo &id 
Frederick the firſt; Fourthly, King 
Uenrie foibad appeals to A one, 


ſo did Frederickuhe firſt; Fiftly K: | 


Henrje deciared,the popes buly co 
be 


| P:181: yoidthe Emperors did nog 


ſo generally, but they took upon 
them coJudg wheihce popes did 
err or nozSixtly,King Hewrie took 


away the popes annates, and by 


the concordate between the G:rg 
wans,and Nico! the 5 the Annats 
are in part remitted or taken a. 
wayzSeventhly, Kigg H. in poſed 
an Oath of fidelitie upon his ſabz 
jics as well ecclefiallical as teme 
poral, ſodid Frederick the ficſt_ 
Lafily, King H. aboliſhed the Jas 

riſdigion of the Biſhops of Rywe 
within bis dominions; The Empes 


_-yors (iaith LD-p* 184) did zot fo, 


And therein contradifts himſelf 
when p+160, he faith thai?s!] priz* 
ces of the Roman communion hare in 
offe&t dove the ſame which K: H. did, 
or at leaſt do plead for it;and p.167. 
the Emperors have done as much inree 
lation 80'the Comrt of R:as K of Eng 
or þ aze ihey done the ſame in eff-68, 
ard 
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and as much to the Pope ar King Hens 
rie 1ath done who did nt abce 
liſh rhe popes JaciſdiQion 2s King 
Henrie did, which is the main diſs 
fecence,and which made him an 
hecetick, whereas otherPciace re 
mained Catholicks? 

RI deny not bur ſome catholick 
Princes have done ſome things 
contrary to the juriſdi&ion of the 
pope inecleſtaſtical cauſes bus no 
one of them ever took to himſelf 
papa ljuriſdi&ion, and dened it; 
£0 thepopeas King Henrie did. 
one thing Is to di/obey papal author? 


29,40 »:her £0 deuy papal authoritie: 


| Taat may befal co a Catholick 
tais is tO make hereiicke. BeAdes , 
wha:{oeverany catholick priaces 
did diſobedicatly in ecclcfi:fi- 
cal cauſes, they did not profels 
that hey didicingq ality only of 
ſupreme gou?rnors as wel in eceleſtaſti- 
c4' ca4/e1 # temporal, ren1uning a1 

tar 
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foraign eccleſtaſticall authority ag 


King Henriedid. This profeſſion 


proper to King Henrie divided 


| him from theRoman church, and 


conſequently made him and his 
heretical or ſchiſmacical,and was 


| thebeginning of his ſchiſme (for 


it wa8 a voluntary diviſion made 
him from the faith of the univer. 
chacch) and not the excommuni- 
caiing of him madeby rhe pope 
for his divorce from his lawful 
Wife: his excommunication was 
a puniſhmeng of his fin of divorce 
from his Wife: that was his far 
greater fin in divorfting himſelf 
from the char ch. 

3 But ſeeing LD.hath alledged 
divers tats of catholick princes 
in diſobeying papal authority» 
and thence inferrech that they 
did as much as K,Henrie, who not 
unly Gifcbeyed, but alſo denied” 
papal authoriry;let us alledgborh 

more 
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Emperors who have profefſcd 
that they had no authority in 
eccleſiaſtical cauſes, and avowed | ct 
papall authority 3 Gonftantin the | th 
Great openly profeſſeth that be fn 
eould not judg of Biſhops ywiteneRus | 
fiaus lib:2,c 2, Valentinian Epi» | tc 
ftola ad Theodofiu n: AI antiquity | th 
bath given the principality of priefls | 
n 
f 
( 
k 
( 
( 


bood cver all to the Biſhop of the city of 
Rome; Theodofius Junior Epiſtola 
ad Synodum Ephetinam; 1: «noe | 
lawfx! for bim that ix not a Biſhop to 
meddle with eccleſiaſtical mattersVae 
lentinian the cl der; 1: #5not lawful | 

ſ 


for mewho am of the peop'e to ſearch 
euriouſly ſach mat#ers,leſt prieftr, who 
have care of theſe meet where theypleaſe 
witneſs S0z0men,1:6 hiſtor::.7,Ba 
filius Emperor in the 7. ſynod 
ſpeaketh thus to the laitie. I: # 
not lawful for you to treat of eccleſiz« 
fiical cauſes. Charles the Great in 
Camtz'u l.1,Me:ropolis c- 75 pro 
[ 


"—_ ww 38. Q QaQ | ©. = [<o 


pe pag hiſme, Capy., 109 
y whote feth, that he pave the ('h, 
207 of Breme to 8 - win 
the grear &y command of the high 
medled Biſhop and univerſall pope 
1 pn Adrian, and by the comnv 
ters? cel of Lul, and all Biſhops 
| that were preſent By which words 
- | we'ſee by whoſe authority he 
medled in ſpiritnzl matter, 7uſti\ 
ian Emperor Epiſtola ad Ioan 2: 
{which is in the code) ſuffer not 
any thing which belongs to the ſtate of 
Churches not to be known to your bo® 
lineſs who #8 head of all boly Chute 
ches;To theſe] add, that K. Edgar 

a Falreg * «In his oration to the 
edica Beo: Biſh ops prcfefleth that 

) ., .tohimic belongeth eo 
| Provide for the necesfities of the 
Minifters of the Church, Monks 
and Nuos, but tO Biſbops the exami+ 
| on of cthejr lives,if they live continent” 


T b,&c. 
** > $4 #6 And 
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And Withred King of Kent in 
Spelman de concil Angl.p:152 1t 
bewngeth. to the King to appoint 


Princes, Dukes, or feculsr governnit, | 


but tothe Aetropolitan to dire and 
govern Churches of G:d; to chuſe, aj 
point , ſanO.fi: and remove Abotr, 
Hbbeſſes: Prieſts, Deacons leaſt any f 
tbe flxxk of Ehriſt the eternall paſtor 
ſhould ftray: And to omit many 04 
thers King b Edward 
the 3 profeſicth that is 
it is hereſte to deny that 
the pope prefidet omni creature. 
Thus we fee how plainly theſe 
Emperors and kings diſayow all 
authority in Eccletiaſtical cauſce» 


bWalſing 
. an:13367 


and yeeeld itto the poprs andBi: .' 


ſhops; and itis power or authority 
in ſpirituai matter z which we 
deny that prince have challeng 
ged; wedeny that ſome princes 


eſvecially in anger or pazfion + 


have done ſome thipg againit chis 
in 


| 


| 
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in ſpiritual macters no more then 


we denic that ſome have ſomes» 
times diſobeyed even the divine 


; authority it ſe}f.B1t asfrom theic 


obedience to God, we may not in» 
fer that they denied divine pou «- 
er,ſo neither from their obedience 
tothe pope:may we infer they des 
nied papal authirity.Did K: Hens 


'rie Satthe reformation of the 


EngliſhChurch no more but gread 


in the ſteps of his moſt renowned 
anceſtors, who flouriſhed whilft 


popery was in its Z:nith?as LD. 
praiſes it p:3.Did he no more bur 
etread jn the Reps of K:W/jthered,K: 
Edgar,K. Edward the 3. and other 
ſuch his Anceſtore? | 
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A brief ſurvey of L.D 


Eryr CuApTER, 


.)} D.inhiseight chapter un- | 


dertaketh to prove that 
the Church-or rather the court of 
Rome are caſually gnilty both of 
this, and almoſt all other ſchiſms 


In the Church , Which he intent | 


Cathedra dethto prove4 wayen. 
guid tibi Firft, by their ſeeking to u« 
ect EC ſurp a bigher place or pow« 
_— 0 er mnthebody eccleſiaſtical, 


Aug: 1:2: then of right # due wit) 


cont: pee them; Where by thy 
tle! SI: Scbjſme I ſuppoſe ke 
he meaneth either the ſchiſme 
which the Engliſh proteſt: made, 
or which proteſtants generally 


made inLaþerstime.Next that by 


can,s/ly he meaneth a juſt and ne- 
ceſſa« 


cchiſme, cap. $5 T1. 
ary cauſe, ſoastheir diviſion 
from the church orCoure of Rowe 
is freed thereby from fin. Now 
| neither proveth he, 
m_p_— that there can be gi 
____ ven a juſt cauſe of 
ſchiſm, nor that the conre, nor 


Church of Rome gave either King 
Henrie or Luther Juſt or neceffarie 
cauſe todepart from her commus 


| nion. It is clear al the cauſewhich 


the Court of Rome gaveto K: H: 
Seeſtow todepart from it»>was 
and Cooper GJement the 7: excomg 
an- 1330, . . . 
Wever: mo Munication of him 
num:p:78: for leaving his law» 
ful Wife, with whom he had lived 
20 years, and mar:cying another 
And was this a neceflary cauſe? 
could not K: H, haye been ſaved 
withour ſeparating , though he 
were excommunicated ? Or was 
this excommunication a fault of 
the Rom:church?can is be proved 
| the 
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the Roman charch either cauſed 
it,or approved it?Nay did not dir 
vers Of the Roman church » both 
then and fince diſlike ie,not as Un 
juſt but untimely and imprudent? 
Nay doth not the gloſs in Math. 
13 cited by S,. Thomas inSupplem 
q 22.art5 lay, that a Princeps & 
nnitituds non ſunt excom 
"6203 *  mwnicandi ; Which is 
hee: moſt tru2, when #he 
multitude is like co ade 


hear tothe King, as it was molt | 


like!y thatEngland «would follow 
K. H: Waat Juſt, whas necefſacy 
cauſe of (alyation had King H. 
to forſake the Roman charch, bes 
cauſe the Pope excommunicated 
him, ſeeing che Roman charch 

neither cauſed, nor 
b Thuanl: þ approved, the ex* 
_—— communication of 
an: 1523- him; and much leſs 


BZov1vs an, 1540. Spondan an,1534: Pe- 
rem cpiſt:;ad Hen:4: cauſe 


- mw. 


Schiſme, Caþ. 8» Fr. 
cinſe had Lnther&o forſake the 
cHoſpin: Reman Church, for the 
part2: c abuſe of ſome prezev 
cn nevi chers of indulgensees. 
Hunt whom the pope at that 


tom-1 
fol: 13; time rebuked ſeverely? 


 Elienfis could not Lzther be (a» 
11::relp* yedin the Roman Ch: 


oy if ſome preachers abu=- 


Kennitius fed indulgencies;which 
dcindulg kind of men both the 4 


iGcnce, Pope & roman chu-ch 
Later:c: have ever condewned?. 
61: Luga: how then is the _ 
vien: tr!- man church guiley 0 

_— the ſchiſm of K:H.- and 
21,c:9: Of Luther, unleſs cauſe 
be rather ſought then given? For 
jaſt and neceflary cauſe of ſalya. 
tion,the RomiCTh. gave neither to 
K.H, nor co Luther. Bat let us ſee 
how L.D-wil prove that either the 
Ch: or Co urt of R: were caſually 
guilty cf this, and almoſt of all o- 


ther ſchiſms in the Church 2 
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2. Firſt (faich be) they make the 
ehurch of Reme to be not only tbe Sis 
ſter of all other patriarca leburches, and 


mother of many churches,but the Lady + 


and Miſtreſs of all churches, to be an 


abſolute foundation for al perſonsgtimes = 


and places which # proper ts Chriſt, 
they make it the rot of chriſtian Reti- 
gion er at leaſt of all ſpiritual juriſdi® 
Gon, And in all this by the church of 
Rome they mean the pspe.Bux how al 
this was the cauſe either of K, H: 
Note this or of Luthers or of prc# 


eaſtants firſt revolt, not one word. 


Nor how all this (hoald be a juſt 
andneceſſary cauſe of revole; Foc 
all this includeth no more then 
the popes ſupremacie;For in tharx 
the pope is ſupream paſtorof the 
aniverſall church, thechurch of 
Rome is Miſtreſs of all other chur 
ches,is the external and ſubordi- 
nate. foundation of all Chris 
fliangs In all timet and places; 

And 
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And to be an external and ſubordi- 
nate foundation of all Chriſtians,is not 
proper to Chriſt , nor can agree to 
him. But that. the Pope 1s the root 
of all ſpiritual Juriſdi&ion, is not the 


| Doctrine of the univerſal Roman 


Church. And why can not a man be 
ſaved, if he profeſs all this ? Is this a- 
gainſt ſome fundamental point of 
Faith 2 And if not againſt any foun- 
damental point , no neceſſary caufe 

of ſeparation as e Pra- 
e SYp.c.1. and teſtants generally teach 


 bifra. 6. Surely the Popes ſupre-' 
| 15.202: P- macy is neither againſt 


ls. 
5Y c.z. x, the f three Creeds , nor 


lt. the firſt four generall 

| Councels , yea, allowed 
by ſome principal * Proteſtants. And 
L. D. profeſſerh p. 15. to exclude noxe 
from hope of ſalvation, who profeſs the 
ancient faith, of the ApoStles and Pri- 


mitive Fathers , eſtabliſhed in the firſt 


general Councels, and comprehended in 
| G the 
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the Apoſtolick,, Nicen and Athans- 
fian Creed. And ſurely, all Roman 
Catholicks profeſs all this. 'So chat 
Proteftants may finde falyation a- 
mongſt them , and ſo have no necel. 
fity to forſake their Communion. 
3. But inthe ſecond place L.D. 
p- 230. preſſeth the crime of Schiſme 
arainſt the Court of Rome, becanſe it 
rrudeth new C reeds, and vew Arti- 
les of faith, andeſpecially this, That 
it is neceſſary for every Chriſtian, un- 
aer pain of damnatien, to be ſubjeft to 
the Biſhop of Rome,as Vicar of Chriſt: 
whereby ſome , who never heard of 
Rome, are /ubjeft to damnation. And 


alſo becauſe Rowe doth exclude ont 


of her Communion, not onely Pro. 
teſtants, but alſo all theChurches of 
Africk,, Aſia, Greece , Ruſſia , which 
contain three times more Chri. 
ſtian Souls, than the Church of Rope. 


But how-this was any cauſe of K. H. 


or Lathers , or the firſt Proteſtants 
| revolt, 
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revele, no word , nor how this is & 
new Creed, or new Article of faith, 
nor how this is againſt any funda- 


| | mental point of faith neceſſary to ſal- 


vation. We profeſs , that ir is nece{- 
fary to ſalvation to be under the 
Pope, as Vicar of Chritt, but we ſay 
not,that it is neceſſary neceſſitate me- 
4:3, ſo asnone can be ſaved, who da 
not, aQually believe it, unleſs it be 
ſufficiently propoſed to them, Nei. 
ther doth the Roman Church excom- 
municate all the Chriſtans of Africh, 
Aſia, Greece, and Ru//ia , but onel 

ſuch, as vincibly, or liafully ni 
as are formal, or obftinate Hereticks, 
or Schilmaticks. For excommunicati- 
 _ on isonely againſt obſtina» 
Matth. 8. cy. $s Escleſiam non auds* 
erit, ſit 1101 ſficut Ethnicus 

& Publicanus. Tn thoſe Churches 
there are innumerabl?, who are but 
credentes Wlereticis & Schilmaticis, 
ecaule the Catholick faich wasnever 
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ſufficiently preached to them. . And 
theſe, the Pope doth not excommu. 
nicate. Nor doth he exclude formal 
Hereticks, or Schiſmaticks, but juri- 
dically declare them to be excluded, 
for: by their Hereſies , or Schiſmes, 
they had already excluded themſelves, 
or juridically confirmeth , their ex- 
eluſion began by themſelves. It is 
their wilfull - ſeparation from . the 
Communion of the Church of Rowe, 
which makes them guilty of Schiſms , 
not the Popes excommunication of 
them. Schiſm is their favit , and the 
Popes excommunication of them for 
Schiſme 1s a puniſhment, and juridi- 
cal declaration of their ſinWhat?L.D. 


' addeth, p.232. For divers years inthe \ 
beginning of 2. Elizabeth , there was | 


wo Recuſarnt known in England , bat 
even thoſe , who were moſt addittcd to 
the Roman opinions , frequented Prote- 


ſtant Churches;is moſt falſe, as appear. 


eth by the depoſition of all the Ca- 
= | tholick 


Cap. VII ; 5 


tholick Biſhops, except one , and by 
many more, who are named in' Sax- 
ders viſible Monarchie.. And as Cam- 
den in the life of Q. Elizabeth wrote, 
1559. ezohty Carates, fifty Prebenda» 
ries, fifteen Preſidepts of Colledges, 
twelve Arch. deacons, as many Deans, 
ix . Abbots and Abbeſſes ,left their 
place beſtdes,all the Biſhops, but 
one. | 
4. Butto /ay the Ax to the Root of 


-Schiſm (faith L. D. p. 232. the Pa- 
= it ſelf , qua tals, as it 13 now 


atntained by. many , with ſuperiority 
over general Councels , and a power to 
confirm, or rejett their ſanttions, us the 
cauſe either procreant, or conſervant of 
all, or the meFt Schiſmes in Chriſten- 
dom, This he proveth, becauſe to rebel 
againſt the Catholick Church,-and its 
repreſentative , a general Councel, 
which is the laſt viſible judge efcon- 
troverſies, and the ſupream Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Court, either is groſs Schiſm., 
G. 3: or 


_— 
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Proteftants Schiſme, 


or there is no ſuch thing as Schiſma-. 
tical pravity in the World. And here 
T would ask L. D. onely three queſti- 
ons. Firſt, how Papacie, as it 5 now 
a1aintained, could be the cauſe of X. 
Henries, or Lxthers, or Proteftants 
firſt revolt from the Roman Church. 
Secondly , how Papacie, as it zs now 
maintained by many , can be a juſt 
cauſe of revolting from,or continuing 
out of the Communion ofthe whole 
Roman Church, ſeeing not the whole, 
but onely mazy maintain the Papacy 
to be ſuch,as he deſcribech. To rebel 
againſt a full , or compleat repreſen- 
tative of the Catholick Church, that 


is, a general Councel with its head. 
the Pope, I confeſs is groſs Schiſme, | 


but not to reſiſt an incompleat gene- 
ral Counce), as is a general Councel 
without its head, the Pope. In Eng- 
 laxd, to reſiſt the Parliament, joyned 
with the King, was groſs Rebellion, 
but not to. reſiſt a Parliament 


wanting. 
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wanting conſent of the Kmg..A 
compleat Parliament, is ſupreme 
Judg in temporalibas, but not na-. 
incompleat. And fo a compleat ge- 
neral Cougcel,is ſupreme Judg in /p:- 
ritualibus, What L. D. faith, that 
Popes have exempted themſelves 
from the. juri{d:&ion of an. Occu- 
menical Councel ; is no more, than 
that Kings have exempted them- 
ſelves from che jur i{diion of a bigh 

Parliament, 
Thirdly Whether Papacie as t 3s now 
maintained by many, be contrary to 
the three Creeds, or four firſt gen- 
eral Councels , or againſt any tun- 
damentall article neceſſary to falva- 
tion, and if not, how can it be a 
juſt and neceſſary cauſe of ſeparati- 
on, . according to Proteſtants ? 
What he addeth that according to 
the generall Councel of Conſtance, 
the Pope is ſubjet to a general 
Councel, and faith p. 234. that 
4 W0un- 
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woundeth deep, becauſe Pope Martin 
5. approved all, that was there made 
Conciliary,that :s(faithL.D. )dsne not 
depuites by onely of theConncel but by 
the Conncel it ſelf. But this wound. is 
two wayes cured. Firſt, becauſe it.is 
probable the Councel meant onely 
of doubttull Popes , as then were 
three, of which every one pretended 
to be the true Pope: Secondly, be- 
cauſe Martin 5. profeſſed, he con- 
firmed onely thoſe decrees of that 
| Councel, which were made Conci/i- 
&ry, that is after the manner of ge- 
neral Councels, which is, after due 
examination as this decree was not 
made but the other againſt Wicleſs 
hereſie were. And ſurely Conciliari- 
zer Conciliarly, doth rather ſignitie 
the manner of a Conuncel than a 
Councel as L. D. ex- 
poundeth it. The words 
| are, Martinus Papa 
5. dixit, quod omnia & ſingula, de- 


FOre 


Concilgariter, 
Z councellike. 
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terminata , concluſa, & decreta in 
materits fidet, per preſens Conciliuns 
conciliariter, tenere & tnyviolabiliter 
obſervare volebat. In which words, 
prelens Concilium , doth ſufficiently 
exclude the Depaties of the Councel, 
ſo that cexciliaritey needed not to 
be added to excludethem, but to ex- 
cludeſome manner of proceedings of 
that Councel, to wit, not Councel- 
like, without due examination. Nor 
doth he ſay that Popes are bound: 
by ſuch decrees, but that he would: 
obſerve them. | 

J- Beſides: theſe branches of $i chiſns : 
( faieth L.D. p. 241. there be yet two 
ether novelites,chalenged by the Pepes- 
and their paraſites, An infalltbility of 
judgement,and a temporal power over 
Princes diretily or indireftly. But 
ſeeing he confeſleth, that neither of 
theſe is defined by the Roman. 
Church , how can he fay that they 
can be a juſt cauſe to depart _ 
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her communion, or how can he ſay, 
that they were the cauſe of the Pro- 
teſtants firſt revolting trom- her ? 
Are theſe againſt any of the three 
* r. >. c. © Creeds, orthe four gene- 
2. p. 13. ralCouncels, or are they 
LE. D. ne- againſt any fundamental 
wer gives a ' Article neceſſary to ſalva- 
neceſſary Ttjon, Let him not pick 
cauſe of quarrels at the Roman 
Jaſon  Chureh : for | 
the Roman : Ouerit OCCA- 
Church. frones,qui vult diſcedere 
1.L.D.p. ab amico, but bring z juſt 
I0- 27-28... and neceſſary cautes of | | 
Ms Proteſtants departure | 
from her communion, or elſe let | 
him conſeſſe, that he doth not juſti- | | 
fie their Schiſme. Every pretended 
cauſe , is not true, nor every tle | « 
cauſe, is ſufficient to:revolt from the { 
Church, buc onely that, which is ne- « 
ceſlary for the ſalyativn of ſoules, as t 
c 
c 
E 
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| commonly k Proteſtants 
k Sopc.i. teach. if he cannot ſhew 
infrac. 9, this 
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this, he muſt needs confeſſe, LD 
their ſeparation{was ſchiſma- 259. wm 
tical,& that continueth in a' 
feparation, which was. ſchiſmatically 
begun, whatſoever he can now pre- 
tend for his continuance in it. BuC 
as himſelf faieth p. 25. Quod ab 
initio fuit invalidum, traftu temporis 
»0n convaleſcit. 


A brief ſurvey of L. D. 
NINTH CHAPTER. 


3:7 N his ninth chapter L. D. faith, 

that it is not. enough to - 
charge the Church of Rome; unleſſe 
he diſcharge: their own of the guilt 
of Schiſm-But he-telleth not in wl:at 
different things the Proteſtantscharg . 
the church .of Rome, py 
& catholiks charge-Pro” Proteſtants 


teſtants. For Proteſtants - - no5 
= 
commonly. do not. _-, _ 


charge the Church of 5,414, 
Rome - with 


— 4» Goo mented 
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| with formal Schſm, as 
Roman ifſhe were a Schiſmati- 


Church 
youre wake cal Church, and had de. 


out of any parted from the come 
ether. munion of any former | 
true Church,with which | 
 beforeſhee held communion, For | 
fuch a church, they can name none: | 
but at moſt they charge her for be. | 
ing the cauſe of Schiſm, as appear- 
. ech by L.D. proofes before 
a. C. 8. rehearſed and refuted But || 
catholiks charge Proteſtants 
with formal Schiſm, for their depar. | 
ture from the communion of the ' 
Roman Church, with whom before | 
they held communion , & | 
Tell from which is a true Churchin * 
what Ca- ſybſtance, and that with- 


_— ; out juſt & neeſlary cauſe. 
you dia . But now let us ſee, how he 


n0t ſepa- anſwereth our objeRions. 
rate in. Firſt ( faith hep. 245. , 
com- they obje®, k hat we have ſe 
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parated our ſelves from the Com- 
munion of the Catholih Church, To 
this he ſaith , God forbid, Then we 
will acknowledg without any more 
to do, that we ſeparated our ſelves 
from Chriſt, and all his haly ordinan- 
ces, and from the benefit of his paſ- 
fron and all hope of ſalvation. But if 
by communion, he mean commu- | 
nion in Sacraments, and by the | 
Cathelik Church, he mean the true 
real Catholik church, inſtituted by 


Chriſt,and not an imaginary Caths- 


I1k Church, made in ſome Proteſtants 
brains, it is as clear as | 


the Sun , thatProteſtants © ©: fe 


| 2 46. The 
have ſeparated themſelves 7... 


from the communion of (þ,rch ic 


the catholik Church. For elf; is 4 


the true real Catholik Catbolik. 
church inſtituted by chriſt | 

is a company of Chriſtians ſpread 0- 
ver the world; and intirely vnited ins 


profeilion of his faith, and commu- 


nion. | 
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communion of his Sacraments un- 
der his officers And he inſtituted no 
company of Chriſtians, who were 
divided in any part ofhis faith,or in . 
communion of his Sacraments,or in 
his officers. Becauſe all ſuch - divided 
- companies are companies of. Here- 
tiks or Schiſmatiks, which kind of 
companies, he no more inſtituted, 
than he inſtituted hereſie or Schiſm, 
And a multitude, or rather multitu- 
des, of ſuch, though ſpread over the 
world, are no Catholik Church, nox 
true real Church at all, becauſe they 
are not united in all the ſubſtantiall : 
parts ofa Church,otherwiſe than by 
imagination of ſome Proteſtants. 
Who, becauſe( as they ſuppoſe) are 
united in all fundamentall points of 
faith, are ſufficiently anited in. the 
fubſtance of a true Church, Where- 
as union in profeſſion of b all chriſts 
» See 5, fair, and not in ſome 
Auſtinin part thereof onely , and 

uy0On 


| 


. Cap. 1x. 


union in communion of Sa- " 
craments, and.publick wor- 4 
ſhip of God, under his law* & ezift, 
full Miniſters,are the eflen” 49. 
tiall parts of Chriſts. true | 
church. And no Church is both 
ſpread over the world, and thus one, 
but.the univeſall Roman church; 
therefore none truly Catholik, but 
ſhe. For ſhe, ( as Profeſtants con- 
feſle /. 2. de authore, &C. c. 3. ) hath 
been ſpread for many hundred 
years over the world, and now is 
ſpread in Europe, Aſia, Africa, A- 
merica , which to other Chriſtian 
Church is, and alſo intirely one in 
all her ſubſtantiall parts, as in pro. 
feſlion of faith, communion of Sa. 
craments,' under lawfull Miniſters, 
which no other multitude. ( or rather 
multitudes ) ſpread over the world, 
js. And ſurely, it is meer wilfulltefle 
ro- deny her to bethe Catholik 
Church, which being a e-«e. Church 
n 


Proteſtants Schiſm, 


#1 ſubſtance, ( as L. D. and yrote- 
ſtants generaly do confeſle ) is alſo 
realy ſpread over the world, and re- 
ally vnited in all her members, in all 
the ſubſtantial parts ofthe Church, 
1n profeſſion of faith,in communion 
, "of _ and pn rye" =_e 
|; what wanteth ſuch a 
prying n Church to be the Cath- 
catholik olik Church,or what mul- 
Church, titude of Chriſtians can be 
— the Catholik Churcb, if 
© ſhe be not? And as(S. 
Auſtin ſaid to the Donatiſts) either 
rake this Church or give us a better. 
DPotage, to Ant det aut accipiat de #- 
think thre mit C. 6.And it is meer do- 
they are, tage to think, that thoſe 
one ſub- multitudes of Chriſtians, 
Ro who are divided in all the 
who are aid ſubſtanviall parts of 
divided in the Church, can be one 
#{ the ſub ſubſtantiall church, which 
flanial | Chrift inſtituted; Did he 
in. 
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inſtitute a Church divided parts of % 
in profeſito oj bis faith, in cps, 

communion of his -Sacra- Math. 12. 
ments,or his officers > No Or that 

no, ſuch a Church: is in- pr _ 
ſtituted ot the Spirit of di- = 4 pt 
viſion, and is, regnum fift of © 
contra ſe aiviſum, quod de- veiteiks 

folabitur, As'it were do- 4 [chiſ« 
tape alſo to think that the 9" 

Catholik Church can conſiſt of here 
ticall , and Schiſmaticall churches, 
as L. D. cannot deny that the Gre. 
cian, Arminian, Ethiopian <hurches 
are, unleſs he will deny his 39 Ar- 
ticles, to which he hath ſworn. For 


Catholih, is oppoſit to heretih , and 
ſciſmatik,, more than ( antradiftgs 


. white is to black, and 13 oppofite. 


nothing can conſiſt of 

that really, which is oppſite unto tt. 

I ſay really, for by imagination we 

may Humano capitt cervicem junge- 

re equinam, and ſo my L. D. joynes 
Catholiks 
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Chatholicks, heretiks, and ſchiſma- 
tiks in one imaginary Catholick 
Church, but to be in ſuch an imagi- 
nary Catholik Church, isto ſmall 
purpoſe, becauſe to obtain ſalvation, 
we muſt be in the reall catholik 
Church, which, the only is, which is 
really a true Church in ſubſtance, re. 
ally ſpread. over the world, and re. 
. really united in all the ſubſtantiall 
parts of the” Church. And ſuch, 
onely is the Roman CathgelikChurch, 
as is evident to the eye. - Wherefore 
it is vain to liken us to the c Dona- 

tiſts, who limited the ca- 
Coo S. tholik Church to thoſe of 
_ their communion in Afrik: 
£.9. For the communion of the 

Roman Chureh is ov er the 
world; When the Donataſtits ſaid, 
that - the Catholik Church of that 
time , was but a part of the © hurch, 
as Proteſtants ſay now of theRo- 


man, 
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RR man,S.d Anſtin laugh- 
Ras” ed at them , and asked 
X them, how can that be 

a part , which is ſpred 

| over the world? And the Roman 
Church is far moreſpread over the 
world now,than thecatholik c hurch. 
was in S. Auſtins time, Beſide, Luther 
and the firſt Proteſtants ſeparated 
themſelves from all chrifttan Chur- 
ches in the world in communion of 
Sacraments; and therefore ſeparated 
themſelves from theCatholik church, 
if then there was any Catholick 
church: And Proteſtants now con- 
tinew the ſaid ſeparation, for they 
communicate not 1n Sacraments 
with any 'of the ancient. Chriftian 
churches. And whereas L. D. faith 
p.246.that Proteſtants make the com- 
munion of the Chriſtian church thrice 
more Catholik, than the Romaniſt s do, 
and mantein communion with thriſe 
ſo many Chriſtians, as they —_ 
e 
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be true of communion in Sacta- 
ments, becauſe Proteſtants communi. 
cate in Sacraments with none of 
thoſe ancient Chriſtians, but merely 
of communion ( or to ſpeak more 
properly ofunion in ſome funda- 
mental pointsof faich, Which uni- 
on 15 no way ſufficient to the union 
of the Catholik church inſtituted 
by Chri#, For the union of the 
Catholik church , or of the church 
inſtituted by Chriſt is really entire 
and whole in all points 


pays hoe: of faith, in communi- 
| | Co'el 1.6, . Me | 
Cagt.6. on of his Sacraments, 


and his Officers, where- 
asthe nnion of L.D. imaginarie Ca- 
tholik church, is a true and real diſu- 
nion in all the ſubſtantial- parts of 


Chriſts church, to wit in profeſſion 


of faith, communion of Sacraments, 
and miniſters, 


2. and whereas, L.D. p.246. faith, 


he ſhewed before, by the canons of 
| their 


Cap. I X. 


their church, that they have not ſe. 


 parated themſelves ſimply and abſo- 


lutely from the, communion of any 
particular church , even the Roman 
it ſelf,/o far as it is Cath: 1ik but one. 
ly from their errors. eithcr he con. 
foundeth communion wich profeſſion 
of faith , or he ſpeaketh maniieſt un. 
truthes. For it is evide.t, they have 
ſeparated themſelves ſimply,and ab- 


ſolutely,nay wholly from theRoman 
- church,in communion,in Sacraments 


and publik worſhip of God. And 
though by Commuanicn , he mean 
Profeſſion of faith , yet Proteſtants 
bave "ſimply ,and abſolutely ſepa- 
rated themſelves from the Roman 
church in a ſubſtantial part efher, 
to wit, Profeſſion of fath. And to ſe» 
parate from one in a ſubſtantia{ 
part, is to ſeparate ſimply and abſo. 
lutely; | grant, they have not wholly 
ſeparated themſelves from the Pro. 
ſeſſion of faith of theRoman church, 

becauſe 
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- becauſe 'they holda 


To ſeparate from pct thereof: but yet 
any ſubFanttall ny : L 
——__ to ſepa- th have ſfimp ly 


rate abſolutely, Teparated themſelves 


from her in a ſub. 


ftantial part of her. And to ſe- 
parate from one in any ſubſtan. 
tiall part, is ſimply to ſeparare from 
ir. And her entire profeſſion of 
faith, is efſentiall or ſubſtantiall to 
her. L. D. ' addeth p. cit, That. 
it was not they, but the Conrt of 
Rome it ſelf , that ſeparated Eng- 
land from her communiog by her ex- 
communications , for denying their 
Firituall Soucrainytie by divine 
right, before the reformation made 


by Proteſtants, To which 1 re. | 


ply, if the Court of Rome ex- 
communicated England for de- 
nying the Popes ſouerainytie to be 
aiwvins juris, England diyided 'it 
felf from Rome in profeſſion of 

| faith, 
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faith, before Rome excommyu- 
nicated it, And though by on- 
ly deniall of the Popes Sove- 
rainyty by divine right, England, 
| became not perfetly Proteſtant, 
yet it became ſubſtantially pro- 
teſtant. For this , in the jud 
ment of learned Proteſtants is 
to be ſubſtantially a Proteſtant , 
as I have ſhewed |. 1, de Au- 
thore Proteſt. Ecclefie , cap. 5, 
Where, to denie the Yopes au. 
thority, is counted the founda- 
tion of the proteftanticall build. 
ing. | | 
A Secondly faith L. D. p.246. 
En we dre charged 
L.D.judgeth a gene= ,,;h Schiſm, for 
ral Councel. net obeying of the 
crees of t 
Conncel of Trent but that (ſaith he) 
was neither general , nor yet Patriar- 
chal , nar Fee , nor lawful. Not 
senerall , becauſe there was not | 
one 
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one Biſhop ont of all the other Patriar. 


chates, nor generally admitted by - 


Romani5ts themſelves. But , be. 
ſide that there were ſome Grecian 
Biſhops in that councel. To be x 


general catholik Councel, it is nor 


neceſſary , that Biſhops or Pa. 

4 triarchats , which, 
Vega de juſtific. are become hereti- 
dh call- or ſchiſma- 
ticall ,, ſhould be there: it ſuffi- 
ceth, that all Biſhops catholik 
be called. Yea Camaez .in the life 
of Q. Eliſabeth an 1561.- wrt. 
teth , that yope Pius 4, did invite 
even-: Princes, adver[aries.to the-Ro- 
man Religion , and ſent. Abbot 
AMartineng to-Q. Eliſabeth , with 
moſt loving letters to her, but 
was not admitted to enter in- 
to | England. And the, fame 


Popes Nuncio in France , delc- 


with her Embaſſadour there , that 


ſhe would Tend Embaſſadours. 
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to. that Councel, ' and that the 
Kings of France'\,: Spain ; and 
Portugal , perſwaded her to follow 
rather the generalf Councel of 
Trent, than private mens opinions. 
and as: for matters: of "faich ,; that 
councel is obeyed of all Catholiks; 
though not for ſome _ matters of 
fact; He-proveth ic, not to have 
been. free ,; becauſe the Accuſer, 
w4s the ?ndge, But how can he 
ſay, that was not fyer, where to on: 
three ſafe . condut}s were grant- 
ed to Proteſtants to coine and g0s' 
OR when they:would, and: 
__ f L . to diſpureas theywould,' 
P and the -ouncell boun « 
ment to it ſelfe to determine nq- 
juage noto- | thing, but by the holy 
moas Tee. (Scripture, tradition of 
a prnedCun. 
254. 4- gels, concent of the Cath- 
marier of , olik Church, and authori- 
m* os of holy Fathers. Doth - 
: H not 
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.nothe-profeſle: himfelf 
euiky, who refuſeth'to ed by 
bequdged by | ſuch > Is #%e Church 
it not freedom enough, mn 
| robe;judged by fuch « ju) ** 
It was. not: the on "neceſ[ary. 
who was thereto be 
their judg but the Councel.and if the 
Pope had been their judg : it had 
heen no more unjuſt, then for a 
Kibgtobejudp of natorions rebells. 
'Andas in the caufe of notorious 
Rebells, it were a great favour for a 
Kinp to-call a Parliament to judg 
their cauſe, to hear whatthey could 
ſay for-chemſelves : ſoit was an ex- 
traordinary favour ofthe ſea-Apo- 
"ſtolik,'to call a peneral Councel to 
condemne at" and o hear 
whar theycould-fay for themſelves, 
ſceinp.therr heredies\ were * | 
notorious, 'and had been * Ste: 7 
heretofore. lawfully : CQN- _ 
demacd.Nor ever wavfuch 23. 


favor 


| 


favor ſhewed to heretiks before. He 
Greater Proveth again the Coun. 
favor Cel wasnot free, becauſe 
| ſbewed At oughtto be in Germa- 
by th Ay, attor ſequitur furuns 
cout” yes. Asif Trent were nac 
c:1.of Tr. - | 
0 Þr0cs. in Germany, or firſt ac- 
ants, Cufers had not beea Pro« 
thnever teſtants ? - Did not 
was 0 85 accuſe the Pope, before 
6.2059 heaccuſed them { He ad 
deth, that in every judgmeat there 
oughtto be foure diftin&t perſons, 
The Accuſer, the witnels, the guilty 
perſon, andthejudg. But the Pape 
was the Accuſen, the witneſs, the At= 
ruſed, and the judg. 1 anſwer, that 
in doubtfull cauſes this is crue, but 
not in notorious: rebellions. For in 
ſuch cauſes, there need no accuſer , 
nor witnels, it 'fufficerh, thac there 
be the guilty perſon, and his lawful 
juds, and ſuch was the cauſe of ?ro- 
reſtants, who werecondeinaed, not 
oh H2 only 
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only of the Councel of Trent, but 
alſo the Patriarch of Conſtantino- 
ple,'to whom they appealed : Nei. 
ther were the Biſhops of that Coun. 
_ eel, Miniſters of the Pope, more than 
Barons of the Parliamens, are Mini- 
Rers ofthe King in condemning no- 


eorious rebells. Laſtly he .adderh p. 


249. that none can be lawfully con- 
demmed before he be heard. which is 
falſe.in notorious criminals : for as 


himſelf ſaith C. 2:p. 1 2. ſome ge | 


are ſo evidient that the judgment of a 
Superior is not needfull. Zelides Pro- 
teſtants might . have been heard as 
long as they would , if they would 
hav ufed their fate coducts. But Ipray 
you, when Proteſtants condemned 
both the Pope,and Church of Rome 
yere not. the ſame men their Ac. 
cuſers, witneſſes, and judges? were 
they not condemned before they 


were heard? -Who were the accu- | 


Pope 


- 


ſers, Wicnefles, and.Judges , of the 
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Pope, m, the Parliament an. r5342 
were they not X. Henry himfelf,and 
his Miniſters;wasnot the Pope there 
condemned before he was heard?had 
he any fafe conduct given to him ts 
defed himſelf?}How then was he lavz- 
fully condemned? was not this quite 
contrary to the proceedings of the 
Councel of Trent > and yet as L.N. 
faith X, * Henry proceeed with 
®. 6. 0p due moderation ,- and 
'106 form of juſtice, and the 
RED councel of Trent, with 
none : what is this but ro call light 
:darkneſſe , and darkneſle light? 
How Proteſtants proceded againſt 

Catholiks, Luther telleth in 
| C. 17. Geneſis : 3 the + 
Z.itter bufinefſe of the Goſpel, we 

, Proceeded pers fon LO 
n zt007:t Ee . 
form of pal impiene, . without 
law. \' formof law, we accuſed 

0} the Pope, nor" could , 
becanſe there was mo Tudg.e © 

| H 3 A 
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4. Athird objeRion L. D. pro» 


h p: 249. that Proteſtants have 


| will omit, becauſe we have ſpoken 
enough of that before. But our 
| Moſt forcible argumet againſt chem- 
ſlves, L. D. onntteth, 0 He 
grant, that the Roman Church, z « 
true Church in ſubſtance , the 


Spouſe of Chriſt, his anyſtical 


body , bis tabernacle, his king- 
tom, their Mother. Church, who 
bore them in Chriſt, who hath all that 
* neceſſary to ſalvation, even the key. 
wel of Chriſtzamty, in which doubtleſs 
ſalvation withall ſecarity may be 
had,which hath'an antidote againſt all 
errors. And withall, that no Church is 
' to be left, in which ſalvation may be 


bad. For whit ſeek wein a Thurch, | 


'dut ſalvation ? All which TI have 
clearly proved in the Proteſtants 


. pris Confeſſion of the truth of Roman 
Church, 3. 4.6. 9. 10. and all which 


L. D. 


poſer 
efc their lawfull Patriarch, which we 
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+: D+» ſhould not have deſſembled,. 

__ ſeeing he hath read the; baoky but 
perhaps he- thought. it too hard'td 

' _ anſwer... For. indeed whatquſt and 

neceſſary ſe of revolt for ſalva- 

tion. can ſhe give; who is The: 
true Church, the Spou'e of C hrifh © 
bus Myſtical body , his hingdome , who. 

# the Mother Church of Chriſtians | 

who hath all that is neceſſary . to ſat-- 

vation, nay [eourity of ſalvation ? Or 
where ſhall we find faivationorſe- 
curity. thereof, if | not. inthe true. 

Church of Chriſt, which is his Spouſe, 

- bis taberncle, his kingdome,, who -- 
bath allchat. is neceſſary tofalvari- 
on an ſecurity of ſalvation? And 

what ſecurity, nay what poſlidilicy 

of ſalvation for them who have 
left ſuch a Church 2 what quiet of- 
conſcience can they.have;whariclear 

-and evident proof rmiſtthey have;to 

ftand againſt the authority of fuch a 

Church ?-And it is a frivolous ex- 

; - & . cuſe, : 
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excuſe, which L.D. giveth p. 8. that 
.they having not- ſeparated .'them- 
felves:from the Roman Church, as it 


'3s a part” of the Catholik,; For it fuf- | 


ficeth, that - they havE ſeparated 

3hemſelves from the ſubſtance of the 
.Chureh'of Chrift, asit ſufficed, that 
-Hone- went (our -of the ark of Noe, 
whoſoever, or for whatſoever one 
p0 out .of the true Church ; there 

1s no falyation, no more, than there 

was out. of the arki'of Noe, whoſo- 
ever; ori for whatſoever one werit 
.out.. To be voluntarly out of the 
fociety of Chriſt , preciſely is to pe- 
iſh. And'they- are realy out of any 
-Church;who-are out of any ſubſtan- 
tial part of her, namely out of her 
profeſſion of faith; or her communt- 

.on in. Sacraments, or her Miniſtres. 
And: Proteſtantsare our'of all thoſe 
Three ſubſtantialiparts ofthe Roman 
church; asis:evident. Beſides, F4- 
thers, not onelyay, there is mo /al- 

fed 8 vation 


YO ov ci. ae tare ih Mr 


| 


ſalvation out of the communion of the 
Charch, as S. Auſtin, 1,1. de baptil- 
mo C, 8:5. Hierom Epiſt. 57. And 
it is Clear, that Proteſtants are out. 


of the c&mmunion © of Roman 


Church. S. Auſtin oftentimes ob- 
jected to the Donatiſts, that of the 

Scripture : Mal filing; 
T.T.cont. juſturm ſe dicit, exitmm 
Greſcon.  autem ſunm non abluit« 


© xt, And yet Doratiſts gran- 
Gaudent, ted not the Church of 
c.3. * _. . theirtjime to be a true 


L.'de.u2- church: in ſubſtance, as 
baptiſ c. Proteſtants grant the 
” Th bh Roman Church of this 

- timeto be. 4nd which 
LL. D.- granteth in theſe words.c. p. 
159. Onr religion 15 the ſame it was, 


"our holy Orders the ſame.they were in 


ſubſtance differing only from that they 
were formerly, 44 4 body purged ron 
i ſelfe before it was purged. And 
the ſame he hath; C, 2.p. 29. og 
| "* Pfg- 


_ 


% 
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Proteſtants generally as I ſhew 1. T. 
de 4uthore Proteſt. c.2. and |. 1. of 
fundam. and not fund. c. 5. and in 
Proteſt plain confeſs. c. 3. For if 
the:Rom. Church, religion, and or. 
| ders, were in ſubſtance the ſame 
with the Proteſtant, ſalvation might 
be had in the Roman Church, and 
Froteſtants reſormation was not ne- 
to-falvation,and confequent. 

ly ( according to the common doc- 
trine of proteſtants ) not juſt, but 
 Schiſmarical. For -- _ 4.C.I. 
S. 20. ſaieth, God /5 

| dis, bu” - mwchefteemeth the com 
Symbol. - munion of his Church, as 
col. 154 be acconnteth him a rc- 
es wenn negate and forſaker of h1s 
fereal. ligion, whoſoever obſts- 
Zanthius wth feparateth himſelf 
de Ecclef. from any Chriſtian foreety, 
be 7. which keepeth the trac 
Miniftry of the word, and 

| rn! 


i 
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muſt allow the Roman-ſociety doth, 
if her chutch , her religion, her or. 
ders, betrue in ſubſtance, and the 
fame with theirs. And $.1 2.T bere 
may ſome wice creep, even into thead- 
miniſtration of the word, and Sacra- | 
ments, which ought not to alienate ns * | 
from her communion. 
And 16. Either we- non 
muſt pardon errors amenar mult | 
i Noſe things which - IPO 
way be unknown , . 
| without Violating the ſumme- of reli= || 
gion , or without loſſe of * ſalvation. - | 
"The ſame fay others, * L-Dy 27 9-280. 
| 95.1 ſhewed de Author, Proteſt.1.1. 
' -C.1. The famemuſtall thoſe mean, , 
'_ _"-who fayqhata juſt cauſe Crlug p.7. 
| of ſeparation 7 neceſſary, en - 
mean neceſſary toſalvation, though : 
they- ad :not -the word Salus- 
ton. And ineffe&all Proteſtaats: : 
 profels-, when they, 
lay, they went or Li. «4 


: 
nt if 
446% 


” 


live - 


7 
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! .- .:\- /hve-out of: the:Ramag 


- 


_—_ -:-4/Church! to' fave - their 
611-c7P/- . fouls. But we fay.to 


AS2.& ad 
Pri pa _ _Proteſtants,asS. Ati. 
collar, -. :. - to the Donatifts :.. /f 


ie 0 £1 HR berreligion, Joars 45 
ſuperFitiow. And again: Sceing 
they approve that Church, with which 
we rommunicate,and evidently they 
communicate n0b-,;they confeſs thenz- 
felves overcome. and clearly ſhew to 


704, if you be miſe ,;which you ſhould 


-forſake which hold. Cannot-falvation 


be had in a church,which holdeth ajl 


' that is neceſlary to falyation?. and 
- may a chiurch- be-forſaken,where ſal. 


vation may be had? what ſeek we in 


a church but. ſalvation: - Feild 1.3. 


' de:Eccl.cap.47-faith Surely,if he car 


: i5ove that: we confeſs jt, (Roman) | 
- fo be the charch, heneeatth not uſe auy 


- other argument. And that they 


confeſlſe this, I: have ſbewed.1. of 


protetants plain. confeſſion.: Cap. 3. 
#5 | [Ce 


£Y "Cap. I%a: *: E27 
70. which. 1...remit [che Reader, 
- - F. But what pretenſe-ſoever, 
: © Proteſtants can make for their ſepa. 
ration from: the Roman churches 
communjon,what pretenſercan they: 
make. for their: ſeparation in com-: 
munion of Sactaments, 
from all chriſtian chur- Car L.D. 
ches in. the: world: = COMM 
: ' ica 
For. when they. firſt. PR gy 
ſeperated © 'themſelves. ,,, r:: 
from. communion in. axcient 
Sacraments with . the Churches. 
Roman church, they _.  - 
ſeparated -/, themlelves.- alſo- from 
communion -in Sacraments , from 
all. chriſtian churches then in the 
world. For.they did not jovn with 
any. preexiſtent chriſtian church, in. 
.her communion of Sacraments, but 
inſtituted a.new-one of their own, 
which niether themſelves had before, 
.nor-any other .briſtian_ 
.church , as-I have evi- Protefan's 
> | dently 
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ſeparated  dently proved by their - 
from allthe confeſions 1.2.de Au 


world. 


thore Proteſtantiſm 


c.2. HereT will onely citethe words 
of Calvin Epiſtola 141. we have. 


been forced to make-a' ſeparation 
from all the world. And 4. Inſtitur. 

| c.18.9.18. The1dolatrous 
From the. Aaſſ hath ſo poſſeſſed all 


COMMON . 


of the wifible A095 994 people , from 


Church. Se the firſt to the laſt, that - 


kim aſſo they put the' prow and 


 P-262, pop of their (alvation .- 
in it alone. To which I adjoin the - 


{fate like confeffion-- of Chilling 


worth c.5.p.237. As for the exter - 
mall communion of the viſible Chareh, 
we have without ſcruple formerly 


granted , that ®roteſtants did forſake 
*:. And p.274.}#hat do yor conchude 


from hence , but that ſeeing there was. 


20 viſtble Church but corrapted, Lnu- 


From external ther forſaking the - 


communion of externall communion 


of the 


> SS 
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the corrupted church, the cath. 
corld not but forſake Chmch.., 
the externall commu. 
zion of the Catholick, charch. Wel, let 
this be granted, what will come of it * 
that, that Luther. muS$t be a Schi{- 
matick?by no means. For not every [e- 
paration but onely a carſeleſs ſepa-. 
ration from the communion of. the 
ehurch,we mantain to be [chiſmatical, 
And p.291. Neither i it improbable, 
that it may be lawfull : ana neble for 
one man tooppoſe (in faith) the world, 
And Potter ſec. 2.p-48. Some ſepara- 
1:02 ( voluntarie ) from all viſible. 
churches. doth not exclude from hea- 
ven. Behold how Proteſtants ſe- 
parated themſelves . from the. whole 
world, from the firſt to the Iaſt , from 
the external communion of the viſible 
church, forſook the external. | 
communion of the Catha- Ste S. Au- 
lik. Church. And can _ _ 
there be juſt and neceſſa. 77, 


-—_ ANG Toke ey via 
AT ther Ces hee cnt, _ 
_ te a <- e_ a 
—_2 


.part of the world, with which Earher 
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ry cavſe to ſeparate from the whole 


world”, from the firſt to the laſt 
Chriſtian,from the external commu- 
nion otthe catholik church 2 What 
greater pride , with more deſperate 
preſumption can be imagined? L.D. 
fore cried, God forbid , that they for- 
ſake the Catholick church. Laude ſec, 


28.p.139. ſaith Therecan be no juſt 


cauſe te make aShciſm from the whole 
charch, ſo Potter ſec.3.p.4.74. and 
here Chillingworth in plain terms 
eranteth, that Zyther did it. And it 
is.evident,for he did not adjoin him- 
ſelfin communion of Sacraments to 
any Chriſtian church, qwhich was be- 
forehis revolt from the Roman: Su- 
rely Whitaker.l.10. contra Dureum 
ſec. 30. ſayth : ' He goes far from the 


Goſpel, who ſaith that the whole world 
can conSpire againſt Chriſt. And 


yet Proteſtants muſt ſay ſo , becauſe 
they cannot name, and prove any 


COMe 
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emmmunicared] in Sacraments, when 
be left * communicating with the 
Roman'church, * '\And © © 
*cointianion in Sacra- * See this © 
ments is as well of the Proved 1.3. 
eſſence of the church, = aaflings" 
ndam. ' 
as 1s,  profeſſi on / of e101 ſundams 
faith. For it'is put 'p 12. 
in the 'definition' of the church as 
well as profeſſion of faich,and with: 
out it, mere ſch:ſmaticks were not 
excluded out of the Church. — 
6..P. 266. L. D: endeavoureth 
to prove the Jawfull ordination -of 
the firſt Biſhops in Q. Eliſabeths 
tirne, by the teſtimony of publick re- 
giſters,and cohfeflion of F, Olcorn, 
who- was convinced at the ſight of 
them. But firſt ,_ wherefore were 
not theſe Regiſters ſhewed hefore 
K. 7 ames his time ?: wherefore were 
they not-alleadged- by Jewel., whey 
D: Hatding: in freſh memorie ob- 
Jectes to him, that he was not con- 
ſecrated 
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ſecrated Biſhop at all? Why-not by 


Biſhop Horn, when the ſame was ob»... 


xRed to him by. D.>tapleton} Why 
not ſhewed, when Bifhop Boner ex 
cepted againſt che ſame Horn at the 
bar, that he was no true Biſhop. 


was much ſought of - Proteſtants? 


what need had the Biſhops to deſire, 


that chi. ordination ſhould. by 


Parlament be judged ſufficient -eight. 
yeares after , if there were ſo good + 
proof of it by Regiſters. . 
Na true Prie& That F.O/deors being - 
without true _ jn hold for the pou- 


—— der treaſon, and 
without true j jud ng. others. : by 
Priefthord. himſelf, ſhould ſay 
Wuak.cont.2-q theſe Regiſters were 


horrors 4 authentical,, is no . 
C.2. Norton.l-4. mervel. But of Pro-. 


de 1ſa cr. bined 
Chilling.c.2.p, Ieſtant Biſhops or: 


| 92. dination we-. have - 


ſaid. 


Potter. p.72« PFulk. Heb: F. 


| 
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and thereby ſaved his life, which . 
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faid enough 1. '6. Florum Errlefie. 
Anglicane, C.1,to which I remit the 
Reader. For the preſent, it may ſuf- 
fice,that they are not ordered to of. 
fer true. ſubſtantial ſacrifice as ſome. 
of them confeſle, and as it appearetht 
by their ordination, in which there. 
is no word of offering ſacrifice, but. 
onely of *' diSþenjing Db 
the word ry ma * L.D.0.267. 
ments, nor yet any intention in-- 
the orderer to give ſuch power,, 
-and not being 'ordered- to offer 
true ſubſtancio1 ſacrifice, they can- 
not betrue ſubſtantial Prieſts, and 
not being true ſubſtantial Prieſts, 
they cannot be true ſubſtantial (but 
ac moſt metaphorical) 
Biſhops. For as Latimer *Conſerexce 
truly faith in Fox his P-$ 39: > 
aQ. p.1324. The name witre ac 
of a Prieft importeth {a- 77 
fice. Or as D.Rainolds faith Nath re* 
relation to ſacrifice. Aad the name 
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a Biſhop, who is Szmmns /a+ 
Terdos , includerh' the nature: of a. 
Prieft. Wherefore, as the ſacrifice, 
which Proteſtant Prieſts offer, is but 
"metaphorical ſacrifice , ſo they are 
but metaphorical Prieſts, and conſe. 
quently /,, but. metaphoricall. Bi- 
OPS. | F1 £7 to þ 
7. I omitthe ſurveying of L. D: 
tenth and laſt Chapter ,. becauſe 
therein he bringeth no new caule to 
.excuſe the Proteſtants Schiſm., or to 
condemn the Catholick church , but 
bemoanes himſelf, that his Prote- 
ſtant Brethren in England , do not 
better fupplie the neceſſities and 
-wants--of ' their -fugitive- Brethren, 
fed into ſtrange countries, and pro- 


poſeth a way of uniting Chriſtian ' 


churches, by binding to profeſſe 
one]y fandamental-points. But this 
way, of uniting -Chriſtian churches 
is*impoſſible. Firſt, becauſe there 
.areno-ſuch fundamental PEN 6s 
< aith, 


| 
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faith .,, as Proteſtants imagin, that js 


ſach as areſufficient to ſaving faith, 
true church, and way offalvation ,, 
though -other points of faith ſuſhi. 
ciently purpoſed, be not believed,as I. 
have clearly. proved * .otherwhere. 


| Secondly becauſe though *see 1.2, _ 


there were ſuch fun. de diſtinc. 
damenrakk points, yer ER | 
ſeing Proteſtants con- 7,11, 
feſſe , they , know not ;.3.4.8. 
which they are, one can- | 
not know by them what churchholds 
ſo much,as 1s neceſſary to c.1.ci:*c.6 
conſtitute a truechurch. And indeed 
till Prot:have exhibited and proved a 
particular & diſtinRLiſt of points. of 
Faith, wherein. all fundamentals are 
contained, and nothing unfunda- 
meatall, .it is bat a meer hypocrifie, 
and;worſe, a malicious juggling , to 
deceive the common People { for 
whoſe ſouls they muſt anſwer) by a 
fair flouriſh of commuticarng in 
Une 
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' fundamentals with the Catholick- 


charch-, when they can neither tell 
"them, where that church'is,nor which 


thoſe fundamentals. So that in fine 


they communicate with they know 
not whom, andapree in they know 


what. Thirdly , becauſe (as 1 have 


proved (loc.cit.) all points of faith 
ſufficiengly propoſed , arceffentiall 
_ and fundamental to a true church, 
and way of ſalvation; tor any. ſuch 
pointcan be denyed without infide- 
lity,, and disbeleeying the veracity' 
of God, as even Proteſtants ſome 
times confefle. And ſuch as are in- 


fidels,can not be members of Chrifts 


true church Therefore the agree- 
ment in fundamentals according to 
dhe Proteſtants ſenſe, is no means of 
uniting | all Chriſtians into - 6ne 
church, The onely fecure ways that, 


which God giveth by che Prophet 


Eſay. x. Attendite ad petram, unde 
#exciſ8 eftis. This isthat rock, which 


(as 


| 
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(as S. Anftin ſaith , vor vincunt ſe 
; _ #nferorum porte , much leſfe 
'hereticall or ſchiimatical enterpriſes 
Iasknot, what offence or ſcandall _ 
[ſome Popes have given, for I know _ 
that the firſt and the beſt Pope, that 
ever was, reprehenſibils erat, + co- 
gebat gentes judaizare. Galat. 2. 
' but what occaſion ot 
revok have you by bat the 
Papal authority, that *2P*s ſuprema- 
is, by. Epiſcopal , or %** 
Paſtoral authority over * all Chri- 
| ſtians, 3 gravioribus canſis Eccleſias 
fricis & praſertim. fidei,  , 
| which is the auchority ,,!; 909 
-Cacholick faith attri- /aie for uni 
| buteth to. Popes jure t» zu the 
tivino, and which an. (#6 
cient Popes ſtill either praRiſed or 
challenged;as itts to be ſeen in Pope 
Viftor, P.Stephen, P. Damaſcus, P. 
Innocent 1.and others, w home Bets 
larmin citeth 'l. 3. de Þ 
wverbo 
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werbo Dei c.7. And. :Lil-cont. Fopy) | ag. 


fch authority is abfolutely neceſſary 
to keep unity in the Church... For if, 
as S. Hierom faith, Chriſt madeone. 
mM. head among -the twelve, | 
Gatgini m:;'; .t0 avoid 8, Sema ;. bow J 
Atid, [eſe 7. -aveh more- neceſſary. 2 


ithilakee. is ſuch. a head-in they 


cone, 2. 
e315 + univerſall Church-2.; 


Rela', ſee.z8. And for want:of fuch - 
Patr ſec. © a: head, Proteſtants; 
pe | bavenounity{ {a their: 


c5-p 219. _— nor hope of: | 


$ 


MFMartyr is. any: Arid as Puritans ;: 
rell our Engliſh Proteſtants, - ſuch, 
Papal authority ,, neceſſary fol-,; 
loweth of their : Epiſcopall' and 


Archiepiſcopall authority. ..: For.a#! | 


there ought to. bea Biſhop.ina Dio. 
ceſe,and Archbiſhop in a Province; 1 
why nota Pope( who's but fupreme. 
Biſhop) in all the churches ?.1s-::067, 
the x4; 11 Church homogenea: 
_ particular Churches? And] 
| Me- 


| Mela 
ho Comin 
epiſtolarum -theolog. inc.19. 


_-_ 74: faith: 4s Jude. He- 
exe are ſome Biſhops lanthon- - 
5. allowed the 


whd: - govern ab 
Churches, the Biſhopof __ ſupree 
roous overneth all Bi: pos 
ok Ang thu Canomeal wolic 
So wiſe: man doth diſallow Jo 
_— For the s orgs 
of the B 
of Romegi mT peter a Ha MM Ex 
4s profitable to this ond... - 
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149 Proteſtants Schifme ; - 


he ought to ſhew how the foreſail | 


Papal authority gravioribus caufts, 
can be a juſt and neceſſary cauſe'of 


revolt from it": Ig" | 


| 


L.P.c.c.2. againſt ariy of the thter 
P-15-- Creeds , or of the fic 
Four generall Councels, or againſt 
any article fundamentall- and niecef. 
fry to ſalvation ? And if not, how 
can diviſion for it- be excuſed frem 
.Schiſm, ſeeing(as Proteſtants teath,) 
nothing. can'excuſe divifiotr of the | 
Church; bur. neceſticy of falyation? 
"Or how was it-iy cauſe of 'Luthirs | 
and the Proteftanes "firſt revolt 


from the Roman Church , - when | 


at that time', it'was not as much/as 


pretended 2* And'{as I'bave Yald) | \. 


L.D.muſt riot ohely clear hisprefexe | 
"Engliſh Proteſtants from Schift,but 
alſo the firſt Proteſtants',” and ſhew, 


they had then juſt cauſe to forſake | 
the Roman' Charch'! elſe he muſt , - .: 


confeſſ thatit at? (as S, Oprate , 
oo one 5 ack 1. fai 


| 


q | 4:faid to the Donatiſts) they-are he- 
> | redes Schiſmaticorum: Nay he muſt 
# | prove (which. he ; hath not. at- 
> | Sempted, but ieporently or ſophiſti- 
» | cally ſuppoſe )that there can be any 
, 


juſt cauſe of Schiſm ,- or of rending 
or dividing a_true Church in ſub- 
' | tance, in any ſubſtantial part of her. 
, {| For(as, T have often repeated) that 
| .js.in parte to deſtroy her, and there 
.can beno juſt cauſe to deſtroy in 
| .any ſort a true Church,which is the 
myſtical body of Chriſt, Either 
( therefore prove, that the ;Roman 
-, Church: is no true Church, or never . 
_ . pretend ajuſt cauſe of dividing her 
| in any ſubſtantial-part, as Prote- 
| { ;Ftants have in all her ſubſtantial 
/ ....parts, namely ,. in her profeſſion of 
_ faith , in her communion of Sacra- 
. ments, and in her Officers, and 
. thereby have committed manifeſt 
 . .,Schiſm. Talk therefore no more of 
,.any cauſe, which the Roman church 


142 Proteſtants Schiſm, 


may have given you to depart from 
her communion: ;; till *you have 
proved', ſhe' is no' true church of 
God in ſubſtance;which you can not 
£55 fay, becauſe you: teach 
C.2, p-29.c.6, ſhe is the /ame Chareh 
Ferre” in ſubſtance with 
ears, Or till you have proved, that 
. there can be juſt cauſe to rent a 
truechurch of God in her ſubſtan. 
tiall parts, which is not to reform or 
purge, but to deſtroy her. And this 
alone may ſuffice to refute your 
whole book. For in it , you ſup- 
poſe, that there can be juſt cauſe to 
rent a true church of God in ker 

- ſubſtantial partes which 
See this proved we ſhall never grant, 
Lfund. & 10% nor you ever prove. 
Jaw66-U3e; Beſide, it implieth 
plain contradiaion , that a true 
Church , in ſubſtance , ſhould give 
juſt cauſe to. alter any ſubſtantial 


| her. For a truechurch.in 
part of her. For. a. true fab. 


—_— 


| 
, 


—— 


ſubſtance cannot give cauſe' to for. 
fake any of her ſubſtantial pifts, be. 


: cauſe'this were not to purge or re. 
\ form her, but to deſtroy her ſub 


ſtance , ſince any ſubſtantial part 0 

athing being changed , the thir; 

it ſelf is deſtroied, for a thing is no- 
thing els, but all its ſubſtantial parts 
united. And this I inculcated in the 
Preface of the Reader , and repeat 
it here again , that both you and 
he may take notice of it , and well 


-ponderand conſider it , becauſe it 


1s, a main. point , and ſheweth 
plainly , that the Rom. Church 
being granted to be a tre Charch 
in ſuſtance , it neither hath given 
nor could give Proteſtants juſt 
cauſe to ſeparate from her com- 
munion in Sacraments , and 
publick worſhip of God , which 
is a part of her (ſubſtance, as I 
have proved dearly |. 2. of fundam. 
and not fund. c, 12. and that 

'CON- 


a apþ Proteſtants $6 b,. , 
conſequently , proteſtants in ſo ſe- 


parating from her, are true-Schif» 


maticks, 
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Errata of the Preface. 


Pag. 4.1.22. read for.p.5.1.21. read that. p.I1.4.1 
7.not clearly p.13-.12.7.to p.17«(.21.7.if. 


Of the Book, 
P.24.1.12.r.neceſlicy.p 35.1.8. 7-Biſhops.p.$ 4.1.8, 
#7. Conflindi-p. 54.4-13.7.thy. p.75.1.18.7.a5 Is ea- 
fie-p. 8.9.1.27 ..Roman-ibidem before. p.91.{.21.r 
to ſuch p. 96.1.3.7.45 far as it.p.101./.24.y.in pro- 
fefion of faith nor only-p. 105.1. 9.7.univerſall. p. 
106.1.12.7.Epheſinam.p.108.1.21.7.Princes.ibid. 
[. 22.7.deny not. p.121.(.3. 7.4n. p-122.4.4. r. by 
| deputies. p-1 39.l.10.r.accuſer.iv7d.1.16.r.diſputa, 
p.142./.13.7. that p.143.(-10.16. r.proceeded. p. 
1 45.1.17.r7.and ſecurity up-147-(.8.7.malus.p.155 
1.19.r.Olcorne. p.155, {.14.r.Olcorne.p.157.1.23 
1. ſacrifice-p.159-1.21-7.3vgling.p.160..6. r.know * 


nor. 
The whole ſhtet of G.not figured from p.114« + 
t0 H.115, 


« 


zx4 Proteſtants $6 b.,. , 


conſequently , proteſtants in ſo ſe- 
parating from her, are true-Schiſ» 
maticks, 


Woh 
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_ depnties.-f-1 39.1. 10.r.accuſer.ib:d.1.16.7.diſputa, 


Errata of the Preface, 


Pag. 4.1.22. read for.p.5.1.21. read chat. ?.11.1.1 
7-nort clearly p.13-l.12.7.to p.17-.217.if. 


Of the Book; 
P.24.1.12.r.neceſſicy.p 35.1.8. 7-Biſhops.p.54.1.8, 
7. Conflindi-p. 64.4.132.r.thy. p.75.1.18.r;a5 is ea- 
fie. p. 8.9.1.27 .rRoman-ibidem before.p.91.1.21.r 
to ſuch p. 96.1.3.7.45 far as it.p.101./.24.x.in pro. 
feffion of faith not only.p. 105.1. 9.7.univerſall. p. 
196.1.12.7.Epheſinam.p.108.1.21.7.Princes.ibid; 
[. 22.7.deny not. p-121.1.3. 7.4n. þ-122.4.4. r. by 


« 


9.142.1.13.7. that p.143.(-10.16. 7.proceeded. fo 
1 45.1.17.7.and ſecurity up-147-(.8.7.malus.p.155_ 
l.17.r.Olcorne. p.155, {.14-r. Olcorne.p.157.1.23 
r.ſacrifice-p.159-l.217.Jugling.p.160.1.6. r.know 


nor. | 
The whole ſhtet of G.not figured from p.114. | 
t0 H.115, | 


